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LONDON, AUGUST 6, 1870. 
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Mr. MERRIMAN’S PROPOSED BILt for the admission of 
solicitors to certain offices at present confined to the bar 
seems likely to be productive of a good deal of contro- 
versy. Our own opinion on the question pretty nearly 
coincides with that of Mr. John Daw, whose very sensible 
letter on this subject will be found in another column. 
We can see no reason whatever for the exclusion of any- 
one, solicitor or barrister, from any office which he is 
qualified to hold, and we would gladly welcome a 
provision opening any office in the profession, judicial or 
otherwise, to such solicitors as may be qualified to fill 
them; and there must be many such, at any rate so far 
as regards the minor offices, up to and including that of 
county court judge. On the qualifications of solicitors 
for the superior judgeships we desire to express no 
opinion ; we think it likely that few men qualified for 
such a position should have continued to practice as 
solicitors instead of “emigrating” tothe bar; but if 
any such there be, we see no reason for their exclusion 
merely because they are solicitors. 

On the other hand, we cannot accede to the proposal 
to confine the qualification to such solicitors as have 
chosen to become members of the Incorporated Law 
Society—a test at most of readiness to spend a small sum 
of money in return for the advantages of a convenient 
club. Looking at the circumstances under which Mr. 
Merriman brought forward his proposal, we can not but 
look upon this provision as—we use the term in no in- 
vidious sense—somewhat of the nature of clap-trap. 
Some time ago it might indeed have been argued 
that. this membership was at least a guarantee of 
professionul honour, because the council of that 
society exercised, or got the credit of exercising, 
the most stringent supervision over the conduct of 
its members; but unless we have been misinforme4, and 
that from the most authentic sources, the council have 
lately refused to take this course, and have said that it 
was no part of their business to interfere with their 
menbers so long as they did nothing of which the courts 
could take cognizance ; and if this be so, the condition of 
membership reduces itself to a mere money payment 
and ought not, therefore, to enter into the proposed 
qualification. 

Still less can we concur in the proposal to disqualify 
the bar for any offices which they at present hold, and 
we should hope that any so illiberal and narrow-minded 
proposition of persevered in, would ensure the failure of 
the whole scheme. On the contrary, our idea is one of 
entire reciprocity ; we would open all offices, not only 
those now confined to the bar but also those now exclu- 
sively in the hands of solicitors, to the whole profession 
indiscriminately, only hoping that the best man would 
be appointed; so that, while we would gladly see a pro- 
perly qualified solicitor appointed a county court judge, or 
to any higher office, we would equally desire to see 
the best qualified candidate, though he should happen 














to be a barrrister, appointed to a vacant chief clerk- 
ship, or a taxing master, or registrar in chancery, I¢ is 
most unlikely that the fittest candidate for any of these 
offices could ever be a barrister, but if he were, we should 
be glad to see his technical disqualification removed or 
disregarded. In one word, our desire is to see the fittest 
man appointed to every vacancy without regard to his 
previous professional status, except in so far as that may 
furnish some sort of test of fitness for the post, and we 
look upon all statutory disqualifications, existing or pro- 
posed, with disfavour. 





IT SCARCELY LIES IN THE MOUTH of Prussia to com- 
plain of the export of coal from this kingdom to France 
during the present war, considering that during our own 
Crimean war Prussia carried on a large trade in the 
export of “ munitions of war” for Russia. It has never 
been the custom for neutral Governments to interfere 
with the details of their subjects’ trade. The utmost 
that is done is to pass a foreign enlistment bill-and 
to admonish subjects not to trade to the belli- 
gerents in general matters material to the struggle, and 
to warn them that if they doit will be at their own 
risk, America, for instance—mentioned this week in the 
House of Commons as a country which carried out the 
princip:e of neutrality to its proper limits—has 
not done more than pass an Act similar to that 
which our own Legislature has just completed 
(though our own Act goes a trifle further in detail), 
forbidding the furnishing of men and of ships in certain 
capacities. And the reader will understand our recent 
remarks as to insurances as restricted to those cases in 
which the traffic is actually prohibited. by our own 
municipal law ; as, for instance, by the new Foreign 
Enlistment Act. It was indeed once considered to be 
law in this country, that the sovereign’s proclamation 
admonishing his subjects not to do certain things as 
between two belligerents had the force of law. 
Consequently, it was held in innumerable cases that 
under such circumstances, blockade-running, &c., were 
absolutely illegal; which illegality, of course, carried 
with it the consequence that contracts relating to such 
acts were illegal likewise. This rule, however, has been, 
so far as Eaglish municipal law is cone>rned, definitely 
abandoned. On that point we need only refer uo the case 
of Ex parte Chavasse, Re Grazebrook (13 W. R. 627), 
in which Lord Westbury distinctly laid down the prin- 
ciple that exportation to belligerents is not con- 
trary t> cur municipal law unless in terms ‘for- 
bidden by it, and the Queen’s proclamation does not make 
that unlawful which was not unlawful before. In that 
case Chavasse and Grazebrook joined each other as 
partners in a blockade-running venture. Chavasse 
having become bankrupt and Grazebrook having executed 
a deed of assignment, the trustees of the latter petitioned 
in the bankruptcy for an account of the partnership 
dealings. The Commissioners in bankruptcy dismissed 
the petition on the ground that the partnership was an 
illegal one, but the Lord Chancellor reversed that deci- 
sion, 





Last TUESDAY a case was decided in the Court of 
Admiralty which might have given rise to some curious 
questions respecting the conflict of laws. It was a suit 
by the Submarine Telegraph Company against the ship 
Clara Kilham, for injury done to the company’s cable. 
The ship anchored off Dealin rough weather, and she 
drove a considerable distance. When the anchors were 
raised to the surface they were found entangled with the 
telegraphic cable. The crew cut the cable-to free the 
anchors, The only substantial defence to the ground of 
action appears to have been that it was impossible to ex- 
tricate the anchors, “before the lapse of a considerable 
time, save by severing the cable.’ Sir R. Phillimore 
held that as the ship was not in danger at the time, the 
excuse afforded no justification for cutting the cable, and 
the Clara Kilham was held liable, 
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No question arose here about the law to be applied to 
the facts, but cases might be imagined, and, considering 
the great ircrease of submarine telegraphy, will pro- 
bably arise, when the most curious points of law might 
be raised. For instance, suppose a French vessel leta 
her anchor duwn upon an English cable not within the 
jurisdiction of any state having recognised laws, and 
breaks the cable, and does great damage. By what law 
is the liability, if any, of the French vessel to be ascer- 
tained ? Is the English law of trespass to prevail, and 
is the vessel to be liable even although she is not guilty 
of any negligence? Or would negligence be of the 
essence of the action according to English law ? Or is 
the French law to govern the case? If neither the 
French nor English law applies, then what law applies ? 

Again, if the fact of liability is ascertained, by what 
law is the measure of damages to be regulated? If a 
telegraphic cable is broken, this is almost certain to be a 
most important question involving a consideration of 
loss of profits, time for repair, loss by rival lines, &c., in 
addition to the actual cost of repairing the damage. 

These questions would be difficult enough when the 
system of Jaw by which they are to be determined is 
ascertained. When, however, the facts arise in “no 
man’s land” the difficulty is increased tenfold. If any 
number of such questions as these should arise, judges 
will be exposed to a great temptation to seek out some 
imaginary lex maris for their solution, as the Roman 
lawyers invoked the /ex nature whenever they came upon 
a state of facts to which their own law could not be 
applied. 





WHEN ovR New Law Covrts have got themselves 
built at last, what a long and tedious history theirs will 
be to look back upon. Perhaps such an observation 


ought not to be made before we have got out of the 
wood, but we can imagine future lawyers and suitors 
ruminating within its walls over the long years of delay,— 
the perils the scheme has gone through,—its transforma- 


tions,—the risk, at one time so imminent, of that most 
ridiculous of all boulerersements, the abandonment of this 
prepared site for one by the river,—and wondering how 
the new courts ever got built at all. The cleared site be- 
tween Carey-street and the Strand has been undisturbed 
for a long time, affording to persons who peep through 
the hoarding a sort of sample of the view which that 
friend of hack writers, Macaulay’s New Zealander, is to 
enjoy on a Jarger ecale. It seems, however, that the work 
is really about to move forward at last. 

On Tuesday Mr. Ayrton announced in the House of 
Commons, on taking a vote for £21,450 for laying the 
foundations, that, subject to the approval by the Royal 
Commissioners of the altered plan which Mr. Street had 
devised, the work might begin forthwith. 

On Wednesday the Commission held its last sitting and 
approved the plan (which the Lord Chancellor signed as 
chairman of the Commission), The new plan is much like 
the one circulated among the M.P.’s two or three days 
ago, but with buildings (tower-staircases higher than 
the courts), which will protect the courts from the noise 
of the Strand. The chief conveniences for every court 
provided in the plans approved a year or two ago by the 
Commission are preserved in the final plan. The gene- 
tal public, the witnesses, the attorneys and officers, the 
bar, the jury, and the judges will each have their sepa- 
rate set of accesses to the courts. Each court will have 
or be able to have light on all its four sides, and also 
roof lights. 

The block of courts and the central hall will run from 
north to south, not from east to west as in the plan 
formerly approved. The Central Hall will be on the 
level of the Strand, and the courts on the floor above— 
i.é., on the level of Carey-street, which is about seven- 
teen feet above the level of the Strand. This change 
in the line of the Centra] Hall will let the sunshine on 
everyone of the courts some part of every sunny day— 
ertainly an advantage. 





The great block of offices will be placed parallel to: 
and adjoining to Bell-yard, between it and the courts, 
There will have to be some offices excluded from the- 
present (or first erected) block which it would have been 
well to have had placed there. But there will be ground 
to the west on which further offices can (and no doubt. 
some day will) be erected. 

Such are the main characteristics of the new plan,. 
and altogether, though largely and not wisely curtailed, 
it will contain all the more important advantages pre. 
sented by the plans approved above two years since by: 
the Commission. 





NEUTRALITY LAWS. 

In our article last week upon the neutrality laws we 
stated the principal provisions of the Foreign Enlist. 
ment Act (59 Geo. 3, c. 69), and that a royal commission 
appointed in 1867 to consider the working and effect of 
that statute had suggested several alterations in the law, 
Most of these suggested alterations have been embodied 
in the bill now introduced by the Government into the- 
House of Commons, and entitled “a bill to prevent the: 
enlisting or engagement of her Majesty’s subjects to 
serve in the foreign service, and the building, fitting out 
or equipping in her Majesty’s dominions vessels for war-- 
like purposes without her Majesty’s license.” The bill,. 
which was read a second time on Monday last, passed 
through the committee on Wednesday; the amended bill 
was considered on Thursday, and by this time has pro- 
bably been read the third time. 

By section 31, it repeals altogether the Foreign Enlist- 
ment Act, and it re-enacts such provisions of that 
statute as are to be retained, and introduces some impor- 
tant alterations. Sections 4—7 of the bill correspond 
with sections 2, 5, and 6, of the Foreign Enlistment Act, 
and forbid foreigners in British territories and British 
subjects everywhere from enlisting in the military service: 
or naval service of any foreign state at war with any 
friendly state. The words and scope of these sections 
are much wider than these corresponding sections of the 
Foreign Enlistment Act, and section 6 is new and em- 
bodies one of the suggestions of the commission—viz,,. 
that it should be an offence to induce persuns by misre- 
presentation to quit her Majesty’s dominions or go on 
board any ship with intent that such persons should 
accept service with a state at war with a friendly state. 
Thisis aimed against a proceeding that was several times 
adopted during the American war by the Confederate 
Government whose agents shipped men for fictitious 
voyages, and then endeavoured to induce the men to 
serve on boatd the vessels, when they became Confederate 
cruizers, Out of ninety men shipped in this way in the 
Alabama, seventy afterwards took service in her as a 
Confederate cruisers, 

Section 8 is the most important of the whole bill, and 
it answers to section 7 of the Foreign Enlistment Act. 
It provides that if any person within her Majesty’s 
dominions (1) “ builds or agrees to build, or causes to be 
built ;” (2) or “issues or delivers any commission for ;” 
(3) or “ equips,” (4) or “ despatches, or causes, or allows 
to be despatched any ship with intent, or knowledge, or 
having reasonable cause to believe that the same shall or 
will be employed in the military and naval service of any 
foreign state at war with any friendly state’ he shall 
be punished as therein specified and the ship shall be 
forfeited. This includes, but in more simple and intelli- 
gible language, the chief provisions of section 7 of the 
Foreign Enlistment Act, and adds new ones. 

The Foreign Enlistment Act does not prohibit the 
“building ” of vessels (Attorney-General v. Sillem, 12 
W. R. 257); nor does it contain the word “ despatch.” 
The material words of the statute are “ equip, furnish, 
fit out, or arm, with intent or in order” that the versel 
should be employed, &c., ke. Not only, therefore, does 
the bill add to the number of forbidden acts, but it pro- 
vides that if done with intent or knowledge, or having 





~x ame 2. £2 @Bes = ~_ 


aa ae ae ee ee ee ee a ee 


alist. 
ssion 
ct of 
law, 
died 
| the: 
t the: 
3 to 
r out 
war-- 


Aug. 6, 1870. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 811 








ble cause to believe that the vessel will be em- 
oyed, &., it will be an offence against the law. This 
section therefore proposes to extend very considerably the 
existing restrictions upon shipbuilding in time of war, 
and thus to increase the daty of the Government in the 
observance of neutrality. A clause was added to this 
section in committee for the protection of shipbuilders 
who before or never have contracted to build vessels for 
a foreign State. 

By section 9, when any vessel is built for or delivered 
toa foreign state at war with a friendly state, and is 
used by such state in its naval or military service, the 
vessel shall, until the contrary is proved, be deemed to 
have been built in violation of the statute. Section 10 
substantially re-enacts section 8 of the Foreign Enlist- 
ment Act, which forbids the adding to the warlike equip- 
ment of foreign vessels of war. By section 11 noship in 
the service of a foreign state at war with a friendly state, 
built ordespatched, &c.,in contravention of thestatute, shall 
be received in any British port, and any prize made by 
any vessel so built, &c., shall, if brought within the 
jurisdiction of the Crown, be restored to its owner 
(section 14). Section 11 was subsequently withdrawn 
by the Attorney-General,on the understanding that its 
principles should be carried out for the future by regula- 
tions to be laid down by the Government. The pre- 
paring or fitting out of any naval or military expedition 
against any friendly State is forbidden by section 12, 
and ships, arms, &c., used in such expedition are to be 
forfeited. 

These provisions comprise all the substantive law in 
the bill. 


to other minor matters, 
all proceedings for a forfeiture of a “ship” (the 
sections ought to include, but do not, all forfeitures under 
the bill, as, for instance, under section 12) require the 
sanction of a Secretary of State, and shall be had in the 
Court of Admiralty, with an appeal to the Privy Council. 


Officers of customs, and of the army and navy (called 
the “local authority”) are authorised to seize ships liable 
to seizure (section 21), and—what seems to be an un- 
necessary amount of caution—they are authorised to use 
force if necessary, and are indemnified against any con- | 


sequences of so doing (section 22). When it appears to 
a Secretary of State (section 23) that there is reasonable 
and probable cause for believing that a ehip is about to 
be despatched in violation of the law, the Secretary 
may issue a warrant to the “local authority” direct- 
ing them to detain such ship. The“ local authority” 
also, without any warrant, having reasonable and 
probable cause for believing, &c., may detain such 
ship. A Secretary of State may also grant a search 
watrant to examine any dockyard, &c. (section 25). 
The powers given to a Secretary of State may be 
exercised out of Great Britain by the chief executive 
authority as defined in section 26. By sections 28 and 
29 there shal] be no civil or criminal proceedings 
against officers, Secretary of State, &c., for anything done 
under the powers conferred upon them, but the Court of 
Admiralty shall have power to award damages for the 
unreasonable detention of any vessel (section 23). The 
bill excepts (as does section 12 0f the Foreign Enlist- 
ment Act) persons entering into the service of States in 
Asia. If any person does any of the forbidden acts he 
may be punished by fine or imprisonment not exceeding 
two years, at the discretion of the Court before which the 
offender is convicted. In addition to this offending 
vessels may be detained under section 7 and forfeited 
under sections 8 and 12, 

The bill, as it now stands, may be roughly described 
asthe Foreign Enlistment Act, plus the recommenda- 
tions of the Commission of 1868, and it proposes two 
most important alterations, By section 8 it forbids (in 
accordance with the recommendations of the Commis- 
sion) the “building” or “despatching” of vessels with 
even reasonable cause to believe that they will be em- 








Sections 16—80 relate to procedure. Sec- | 
tions 16—18 relate to the venue of indictments and | 
By sections 19, 20, and 27 | 





ployed in the service of a foreign state at war with a 
friendly state. This provision exactly meets such cases 
as those of the Alabama and the other three vessels 
(Shenandoah, Florida, and Georgia) which were des- 
patched from English ports unarmed, but subsequently 
received armaments and commissions elsewhere and be- 
came Confederatecruisers. There was much doubt whether, 
under the Foreign Enlistment Act, the fitting out and 
despatching, &c., of the vessels was illegal, more especially 
of the three latter vessels. Under the present bill the 
despatching of such vessels would be clearly illegal. 

Mr. Vernon Harcourt, one of the members of the Com- 
mission, dissented from the recommendation that the 
“building” of vessels should be made illegal. His 
objections are that this would impose a new duty not 
hitherto recognised in international law and therefore a 
new responsibility; that the execution of this duty 
would be odious in this country, and not to execute it 
after it had been created by our own legislation would 
be a just ground of complaint by foreign states; and 
also that it would seriously interfere with the ship- 
building trade of this country. These arguments he 
repeated in the debates on the bill. They certainly are 
not without weight. At the same time we think the 
Government were right in forbidding the building as 
well as the despatching of vessels. There is no doubt 
that the proposed legislation would extend the duty of 
neutrality beyond that hitherto required by international 
law, but this cannot be considered in itself an evil if 
such alteration would be an improvement, and especially 


| when, as here, such alteration seems almost the only 


effectual way of stopping what are admitted to be breaches 
of international law—viz., the fitting out and despatching 
of armed vessels. If an improvement can be made in the 
law respecting the obligations of neutrals this country 
ought to be the last to shrink from the duty of carrying 
out such an improvement even on the lowest ground of 
self-interest, and we do not believe that there would be 
any practical difficulty in enforcing the proposed law nor 
do we think it would injure the general shipbuilding 


' trade, although it might inflict some loss on shipbuilders 
| who would be willing to imperil the neutrality of their 


country for their own pecuniary gain. 

The second important proposed change is in the pros 
cedure (including as procedure the provisions of sections 
9,11, and 14), which is scarcely less important than the 
law itself. The bill gives summary authority to a Secre- 
tary of State, and also to the “local authority,” to stop 
vessels, if they have reasonable cause to believe that the 
vessels are about to be despatched in violation of the 
statute. There is no civil or criminal liability for the 
exercise of this power, even if it should be wrongly exer- 
cised, and this power is in addition to that given to the 
“Jocal authority” by section 21 to detain a ship which 
is in fact liable to be detained or seized under the Act. 

This bill, which will probably become law next week, 
will be a valuable addition not only to our municipal 
law, but to international law, and we fully agree with 
the general scope of its provisions. One section, how- 
ever (section 14), has hardly received the attention it 
deserves. It is at least doubtful whether its provisions 
could be enforced without a breach of international law. 
The prizes, when taken, would be lawful prizes, and could 
lawfully vest in the captors, and we do not see how the 
property in the prize can be re-vested in the owner by 
an English statute, or how jurisdiction could be enforced 
over such a prize in the possession of a commissioned 
vessel of a belligerent. It is clear that British ports 
might be closed to such prizes, but to assert a right to 
retain them is very different, and would inevitably tend 
to cause a collision with any State strong enough to re- 
sist such a proceeding. 

The subject of this bill is so important and of such 
general interest that we have not occupied any space in 
noticing its form, or in verbal criticism of its provisions, 
which, however, are by no means free from the usual 
blemishes of English statutes. It is not unimportant 
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to observe that if the provisions of this bill had been in 
force during the American war, and had been duly acted 
upon by the Government here, we should have had no 
Alabama claims at all, and but little of that feeling of 
irritation which still unfortunately exists between this 
country and America. If the bill becomes law, it can 
hardly fail to have an important bearing upon the future 
discussion of the Alabama claims. 





ON THE CAPITALISATION OF PROFITS AS 
BETWEEN TENANT FOR LIFE AND RE- 
MAINDERMAN. 


Where the profits of a company or partnership are 
capitalised, such profits are in general treated as capital, 
not income, as between tenant for life and remainder- 
man. This was established by the leading case of Paris 
v. Paris (10 Ves. 185), where Lord Eldon, following, 
though disapproving, the former decisions, held that an 
extraordinary division of profits by the Bank of England, 
beyond the then usual rate of seven per cent. perannum, 
was to be considered as capital not income. It was the 
practice prior to 1861, whenever the half-yearly dividend 
on Bank Stock exceeded three and a half per cent., to 
issue a general order directing the Accountant-General to 
draw only for three anda half per cent. except where 
the dividends were to be laid out; but under the order 
of the 16th of August, 1861, the whole of such dividend 
is to be drawn for the future. The Court, in Paris v. 
Paris, was pressed with the fact that the bonus was 
given in the shape of cash, not of stock, and was asked 
to infer from that circumstance that such bonus was the 
result of profits earned since the last distribution, and 
therefore properly income, and the property of the tenant 
for life ; but the Court declined to draw any distinction 
on that ground between the case and Brander v. Brander 
(4 Ves. 100), where stock, and not cash, was the thing 
distributed by way of bonus, and was held to fall into the 
corpus. In Clayton v. Gresham (10 Ves. 288) Lord Eldon 
pursued the same course. 

In Re Ezchiel Barton’s Trusts (16 W. R. 392. L. R. 5 
Eq. 238) shares in a joint stock company were settled 
upon trust to pay to A. during her life the interest, divi- 
dends, share of profits, or annual proceeds, and after her 
death in trust for the settlor’s children. During A.’s 
lifetime an addition of three new fully paid-up shares 
was made to tlhe shares originally settled, out of a portion 
of the net earnings of the half-year not appropriated to 
the payment of dividend, and it was held by Vice- 
Chancellor Wood that these new shares were capital, not 
income, as between A. and the children. Here the shares 
were distinctly created out of the half-year’s profits, to 
which, if the company had chosen to treat them as divi- 
dend, A. would unquestionably have been entitled ; but 
it was competent for the company to capitalise this por- 
tion of their profits, and they had chosen to doso. It 
was therefore an act of which the tenant for life could 
not complain, though the effect of it was to vary the 
rights as between her and those entitled in remainder. 

The same judge, in Baring v. Ashburton (16 W. RB. 452), 
decided upon similar grounds that a stock dividend upon 
stock in the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, declared 
about six weeks after the testator died, was corpus as 
between tenant for life and those entitled in remainder, 
it being admitted that, unlike the preceding case, the 
stock dividend did not accrue ont of profits made by the 
company within the half year in which the testator died, 
but that it arose from an accumulation of profits, ex- 
tending over a period of several years, 

There is lees difficulty in cases like the last, and Ward 
vy. Combe (7 Bim. 624), where s bonus out of accumu- 
lated profits was considered os part of the corpus of the 
trust fund, than in cases of the class of Me Lchiel 
Barton's Trusts, Where the bonus arises wolely from 
the profits of the half year it may seem harder to deprive 
the tenant for life of it than where it arises from the 
accumulations of past half years, although it arises from 





profits ineither case. But the ratio decidendi in such. 
cases is that explained by Vice-Chancellor Wood in Re 
Exehiel Barton’s Trusts, and already adverted to, that 
profits, however realised, remain income, or become 
capital, in the discretion of the company or partnership, 
subject to the articles by which they are bound. As Vigg. 
Chancellor Shadwell said in Mills v. Mills (7 Sim. 509) 
“ it depends on the will of the directors of the Bank (of 
England) whether the casual profits, which are fully ag 
valuable as the ordinary profits, shall go to tenants for 
life, or shall form part of the capital of the stock,” ie, 
if the directors declared a dividend of, e.g., ten per cent, 
all of it would have gone to the tenant for life ; but if 
in their discretion, confirmed by the voice of a general 
meeting, they chose to declare a dividend of seven per 
cent. and a bonus of three per cent., either in cash (Paris 
v. Paris) or in stock (Brander v. Brander),then such bonug 
would have formed part of the capital, and the tenant for 
life must have abided the consequences, 

On the other side of the question is Hollis v. Allan 
(14 W. R. 980), where shares in the Peninsular and 
Oriental Steam Navigation Company were settled, and 
there was a proviso that if any bonus should be declared 
in respect of the shares that it should be invested in 
augmentation of the settlement, and Vice-Chancellor 
Kindersley decided that small sums distributed annually 
among the proprietors out of the surplus of the proprie- 
tors’ underwriting account were not in the nature of 
bonus, as they had not been capitalised, and the mere 
calling them bonus did not make them so. The Vice. 
Chancellor’s observations on the definition and meaning 
of the term bonus (14 W. R. 981) should be referred to, 

The word bonus is often but incorrectly used to 
designate any dividend from current profits over and above 
the ordinary dividend, which is put at a rate which 
experience shows can be maintained de anno in annum, 
This is the practice with many of the leading joint stock 
banks at the present time. In Plumbe v. Neild (8 W. 
R. 337), where a so-called bonus had been declared on 
shares of the Union and London and Westminster Banks, 
and it was manifest from their published reports that 
such bonus was a portion of the actual profits of the 
current half year, it was regarded as income, not corpus, 

In Maclaren v. Stainton (3 D. F, J. 202,9 W. R. 908), 
a bonus arising from the recovery of a sum of money 
fraudulently withheld by the manager during a series 
of years was held to belong to the persons entitled to the 
dividends at the time when the bonus was declared. 
“In order to constitute a debt capital,” in the words of 
the Lord Justice Turner, “ you must show that there was 
an intention on the part of the persons interested that 
it should be dealt with as capital. If it has been re 
served, and set apart as capital, it would, I apprehend, 
of course be capital, as between tenant for life and re 
mainderman; but if it has not been so received and set 
apart, and there be nothing more than the fact that the 
debt has been got in, it must, as I conceive, be treated as 
income and not as capital.’ In other words, the debt, 
when got in, formed a portion of the year’s income, and, 
in the absence of any express or implied declaration that 
it should be capitalised, income it remained, ‘To the 
same effect is Ldmonston v. OCrosthwaite, 84 Beav. 30. 

We have scen that companies and partnerships may, 
at their discretion, subject to their rules and regulations, 
capitalise all or any portions of the year’s profits, and 
that the tenant for life must abide the consequences. 
But the capitalivation must be effected by some express 
resolution, or it will not take place, and what was income 
once will remain income s#till, In Straker v, Wilson 
(18 W. R. 643), the case which induces us to recur @ 
this subject, which has been already treated of in our 
columns (12 8, J. 602, 822), the resolution to that effect 
was wanting, and the profits in question were accor- 
dingly treated as income, and not as capital, In Straker 
v. Wilson the share of a deceased partner in a colliery 
was carried on by his trustees, and held by them upos 
trust for the widow during her life, and alter her death 
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for the children of the testator. The deed of partner- 
ship provided that upon every yearly settlement of the 
aceounts, all, or some part, of the net profits should, if 
the majority of the partners preferred it, be either 
capitalised or divided between the partners, in propor- 
tion to their respective shares. Several years after the 
testator’s death, the capital for each share was fixed at 
$20,000, and dividends declared thereon, the undivided 
credit balance being carried forward at the end of every 
year and employed in carrying on the colliery, but with- 
out any resolution that such profits should be capital- 
ised. The decision that the testator’s share in such 
undivided credit balance was, as between the widow and 
the children, to be treated as income, proceeded upon the 
want of such an express resolution. The fact that the 
profits were silently treated as capital was not enough to 
vary the rights of tenant for life and remainderman, in 
the absence of some express resolution of the partners 
that the profits should be capitalised. The case establishes 
that the rights of the tenant for life and remainderman 
cannot be varied by mere inference that it was the inten- 
tion of the company or firm to capitalise profits, but that 
an express declaration or resolution to that effect is 
needed, the consequence of which, as we have already 
seen, the parties must abide. 








RECENT DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 
PATENT—SPECIFICATION—DRAWING—NOVELTY. 
Poupard v. Fardell, V.C.M., 18 W. R. 127. 


In Lx parte Fox, 1 V. & B. 67, Lord Eldon said, in 
1812: “I take it to be clear that a man may, if he 
chooses, annex to his specification a picture or a model 
descriptive of it ; but his specification must be in itself 
sufficient ; or, I apprehend, it will be bad.” In no sub- 
ject is there so much difficulty and danger in the appli- 
cation of old decisions to modern instances as in that of 
patents; the last fifty years have witnessed great 
changes in the requirements which the law makes of 
inventors and in other matters; and besides this the 
progress of mechanical science, which prompted those 
alterations of the law, places the subjeet, in many in- 
stances, under quits a new aspect. An inventor’s com- 
plete specifications must, by the Patent Law Amend- 
ment Act, 1852, “ particularly describe and ascertain 
the nature of the invention, and in what manner the 
same is to be performed”—which is interpreted to 
mean that it must describe it so that ordinary skilled 
workmen could make it from the description. In these 
modern days one can very well understand that it might 
be almost, perhaps quite, impossible to make a descrip- 
tion surely intelligible to ordinary minds without a 
drawing ; and Vice-Chancellor Malins very reasonably 
follows Hastings v. Brown (1 E. & B, 454, and see 
Coryton on Patents, 141) in disregarding Fv parte Fox 
on this point. 

The other point in this case turned on the application 
of old contrivances to a now purpose in a patent for 
improvements, We do not know that any inexorable 
criterion is possible on such a matter, Lord Campbell 
in Brook v, Aston (8 KB, & B, 485), said that to make the 
application of an old contrivance to a new purpose 
& proper subject-matter of a patent, there must be some 
novelty in the application,—of which definition Lord 
Chelmsfor | observed (Penn v, Jack, 15 W. R, 208, L, R. 
2 Ch. 185) that if the old invention is applied to a new 
purpose, there cannot help being novelty in the applica- 
tion. Oockburn, O.J., in Harwood v. Great Northern 
Railway Company (10 W. R, 422, 2 B, & 8, 208), observed 
that the question, whether the affinity or similarity be- 
tween the old purpose and the new amounts to identity, 
is one of degree, and that question determines 
whether or no the new application is proper 
subject-mattor for a patent, In Z/arwovd's case the Lord 


Chief Justice considered there was identity. In Penn v. 
Jack the improvement was in the bearings of screw- 
propeller shafts, by lining them with slips of wood 
through which the sea water flowed freely and lubri- 
cated the contact. It was urged that in grindstone bearings 
iron was constantly to be fouad revolving in wood wetted 
with water, but the Court said that was different from 
the case of a bearing expressly made with wood, in order 
to let in the lubricating water. 

In the present case the improvement was in making 
skids for carriages with a tailpiece which both helped the 
wheel into the skid, and prevented its getting out. It 
was in evidence that skids had been previously used in 
our army, with asimilar tail-piece, but the tail-piece had 
been designed merely to serve as a hook to hang up the 
skid by; the Vice-Chancellor considered that this was 
not aprior user. To a casual observer the army tail-piece 
was exactly like the inventor’s, but, in fact, not having 
been designed for the same purpose, it occasionally ob- 
structed the wheel in theskid. Had this been otherwise 
there might have arisen a question which the Lord Chief 
Justice noticed only in Harmood’s case; viz., whether a 
prior use of an invention is to be of no avail because 
the principle upon which it acts is either unknown or mis- 
apprehended. 


Or AFFIDAVITS SWORN BEFORE THH AGENT OF THE 
SOLICITOR ON THE RECORD. 
Ee parte Gregg, Re Prance, M.R., 18 W. R. 589, L. R. 
9 Eq. 157. 

It is a well-known rule that an affidavit must not be 
sworn before, or an oath administered by, a commisioner 
who happens to be the solicitor on the record, or his 
agent. As regards the agent, however, the rule requires to 
be stated with some qualification. In a case before Lord 
Hardwicke, where the affidavit had been sworn before 
the petitioner’s own attorney, the petition was dismissed 





with costs to be paid by the attorney (Re Hogan, 3 Atk. 
812), and in Wood v. Harpur (3 Beav. 290) affidavits 
| were rejected on the objection that they had been sworn 
| before a master extraordinary who was also clerk to the 
| plaintiff’s solicitor. In Er parte Gregg one of the 
grounds of the motion was that the affidavit objected to 
had been prepared by Mr. Prance, the solicitor on the 
record, and by him sent down to a solicitor in the 
country, to get it sworn; and sworn it was accordingly 
before the solicitor in the country, who was of course 
Mr. Prance’s agent in the transaction. This brings us 
to the qualification above referred to. It was contended 
that the affidavit ought to be rejected on the ground of 
agency. An agent the solicitor unquestionably was, but 
he was altogether dehors the matter, and the ruie as 
to agenoy applies only, as the Master of the Rolls decided, 
to cases where the agent is privy to the facts of the case. 
It is easy to see why affidavits sworn before one who 
possesses an intimate knowledge of the case should be 
rejected, by reason of the bias which may warp the mind 
of the person who reads over and explains the affidavit 
to the witness (Aster v. Harvey, 12 W, R. 92). The 
rule in such a case is needed for the protection of the 
witness (Re Hogan, udi sup). But a commissioner is 
not debarred from administering the oath simply because 
he happens to be the agent of the solicitor on the record 
in other matters. 


COMMON LAW. 
MARINE INSURANCE—BRBACH OF WARRANTY OF S8a- 
WORTHINESS—LOSS NOT CAUSED BY WANT OF SBA- 
WORTHINESS, 
The Quebec Marine Insurance Company Vv. Commercial 
Bank of Canada, PC, 18 W. R. 769, 
A “ warranty,”” in the language of marine insurance, 
ia a condition precedent, upon the performance of which 
the underwriter’s liability depends, If this condition is 





not duly performed, the risks under the insurance de not 
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attach—i.c., the contract of insurance is subject to the 
condition, and until the porformance of the condition 
there is no binding contract. Even if the non-per- 
formance of the condition is caused by events over which 
the insured had no control, the result is precisely the 
same as if he had himself knowingly caused the non- 
performance of it. It follows, from this principle, that 
if a vessel is insured subject to a warranty which is not 
performed, and is then lost, although the less is not in 
any way connected with the subject of the warranty, the 
insured cannot recover, because there never was any 
complete contract. 

One of the warranties about which questions most 
frequently arise is the warranty of seaworthiness. In 
the absence of express stipulation, there is implied in 
every policy of marine insurance a warranty that the 
vessel is seaworthy at the commencement of the insured 
voyage. If she sails in an unseaworthy state, there isa 
breach of this warranty, and the risk under the policy 
never atiaches, and if the vessel is lost, the underwriters 
are not liable, although the loss was not caused by the 
want of seaworthiness. 

This is an old and well-known doctrine of the law of 
marine insurance, and it has been recognised and acted 
upon in The Quebec, §e. Co. v. The Commercial Bank 
of Canada. The chief reason, however, for noticing this 
decision is that it finally overrules a case which is some- 
what inconsistent with the rules respecting warranties 
which we have mentioned. This case is Weir v. Aberdeen 
(2 B. & Ald. 320), where the decision was, in the words 
of the head-note, as follows :—‘ A ship insured at and 
from a port sails on her voyage in an unseaworthy 
state. The defect is discovered before any loss accrued, 


and is remedied, and a loss subsequently accrues in no 
degree attributable to her original unseaworthiness, 
Held, that the underwriters were liable for such loss,” 
This case has not been received as conclusively 
deciding this point, and there are other cases inconsistent 
It has, however, caused a difficulty 


with the decision. 
by being in conflict with decisions which in practice 
have been accepted as stating the law correctly. There 
were also special circumstances in the case on which 
the actual decision might have been based, and now, 
since The Quebec, fc. Co. v. The Commercial Bank of 
Canada, it must be taken that the decision can only be 
supported on the special facts and not on the point stated 
in the head-note. In The Quebec, §c. Co. v. The 
Commercial Bank of Canada, an insured vessl sailed in 
an unseaworthy state. She was subsequently rendered 
seaworthy, and then lost from causes not attributable to 
her original unseaworthineess. The Privy Council held 
that the underwriters were not liable, and by this decision 
therefore, in fact, overrule Weir v. Aberdeen, as that case 
is stated in.the head-note. 


MAziIse Issurasce—ConsTRUCTION OF PoLicy— 
“MooreD 1s Goop Sarety.” 
Lidgett v. Secretan, C.P.,18 W. B. 692. 

It is not too much to say that no contracts are 
habitually so obscurely expressed as the common con- 
tracts of marine insurance as stated in the ordinary 
marine policy in every day use. These policies are quite 
unintelligible to anyone not familiar with the subject of 
marine insurance, and they conceal rather than express 
the obligations created by the contract. 

The form of policies of marine insurance has hardly 
aliered at all for upwards of two hundred years, and we 
cnesyuently now bave in common use « form of instru- 
ment that ie utterly unsuited to the wants of the present 
time. The continued use of this antiquated precedent 
is frequently defended on the ground that having been 
long in use, ite meaning is now well ascertained by 
many jodicial decisions, To « certain extent this is 
trae. Mach that on its face appears meaningless if read 
in the way in which ordinary documents are reed, yet has 
a meaning if read by the light of the cases decided upon it. 





This, however, is a very insufficient reason for continuing 
to use year after year a form of contract, the meaning of 
which is to be gathered not from the written instru. 
ment itself, but from the judgments of cases decided at 
various times upon different clauses of that instrument, 
The assumption, however, that the construction of 
these instruments is well ascertained is disproved every 
term by the number of cases that arise in which there ig 
some question as to the meaning of these documents, 
Lidgett v. Secretan is an instance that some of the moat 
important clauses of an ordinary policy of marine in- 
surance may yet give rise to questions concerning their 
meaning. In this case a vessel was insured “at and 
from London to Calcutta and for thirty days after 
arrival” ; and, subsequently, in the policy, the insurance 
was expressed to be on the vessel “ until she hath moored 
at anchor twenty-four hours in good safety.” The 
vessel arrived at Calcutta much damaged, and it re- 
quired constant pumping to keep her afloat, but she was 
not a wreck and was capable of being thoroughly re- 
paired. More than thirty-one days after her arrival she 
was totally burnt. 

Two questions arose: first, what is the meaning of 
mooring “in good safety ’’ ? secondly, do the thirty days 
count from the commencement or the expiration of the 
twenty-four hours ? The ship-owner argued that the 
vessel had never been auchored “ in good safety,” because 
when anchcred she could only be kept from sinking by 
constant pumping, and that the thirty days must be 
reckoned from the expiration of twenty-four hours after 
the vessel was anchored in safety, and consequently that 
the thirty days had not expired, and that the defendants, 
the insurers, were liable. 

The decision was against this argument. The Court 
said that the words “in good safety ” “ cannot mean that 
the vessel is to arrive without any damage or injury 
whatever from the effects of the voyage, otherwise the 
loss of a mast or even a spar, a sail or a rope, though the 
vessel was perfectly fit to keep not only the river but the 
sea, would, contrary to all the ordinary meaning of lan- 
guage, prevent her from being considered as in safety. 
So, on the other hand, the words would not, in our 
opinion, be satisfied by the vessel arriving and being 
moored in a sinking state or as a mere wreck or by a mere 
temporary mooring.’ The test thus offered by the Court 
for the decision of such cases as these is whether the 
vessel is moored as a vessel capable of being repaired, or 
as a mere wreck. The facts in this case showed that the 
vessel was not a wreck when moored, and therefore the 
defendants were held not liable. 

The further question whether the thirty days ought to 
be reckoned from the arrival of the vessel at Calcutta or 
from her having been moored twenty-four hours in good 
safety was not determined, as it was not necessary for the 
decision of the case; and this point therefore still re- 
mains in doubt. 

The fact that cases like Lidgett v. Secretan are con- 
stantly arising, and that the construction of policies of 
insurance is frequently found by no means clear, is the 
strongest argument against the continued use of this 
form of contract. The language and form of these 
policies are antiquated and have lost the force and mean- 
ing they once possessed, and there is no reason why 
parties entering into contracts of insurance should not 
state the terms of their contracts in the language of the 
present time. One of the many benefits which may be 
looked for from the simplification of the law, the educa- 
tion of lawyers, and the consequent increase amongst the 
public of some general knowledge of law, will be the 
abolition of all antiquated and useless precedents for the 
forms of contracts such as policies of marine insurance, 
bonds with penalties, leases, conveyances, ko,, and the 
substitution in their place of simple instruments stating 
in voncive and ordinary language the torms in fast 
agreed upon between the parties, 
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COURTS. 


MIDLAND CIRCUIT. 
LINCOLN. i 
Crown Court—(Before Mr. Justice BRETT.) 
Aug. 2.—Freer v. Cheeseborough, 

This was an action for malicious prosecution. 

Digby Seymour, Q.C., Wills, and Welby were for the plain- 
tiff; Price, Q.C., and Cave, Q.C., for the defendant. 

The plaintiff, Mr. Thomas Freer, is an attorney of the 
firm of Hett, Freer, & Hett, of Brigg. He acts as clerk to 
the Justices at Winterton, and is also clerk to the Local 
Board, &c. The defendant had entered into partnership with 
a Mr. Faulding, as furriers, in 1866, and in 1869 the part- 
nership was being wound up. Mr. Freer, who was Mr. 
Faulding’s solicitor, was consulted as to the dissolution. 
Mr. Faulding laid an information against Mr. Cheeseborough 
for appropriating the partnership funds, and Mr. Cheese- 
Setouch was committed for trial, but at the Spring Assizes 


the grand jury threw out the bill. Mr. Freer assisted in the 
¢ase for the prosecution. On several occasions subsequently 
Cheeseborough said to Freer, “‘ We shall soon see who was the 
thief who embezzled the money.” On the 17th of November 
Cinseborongh supliet for a summons against Freer, charg- 


ing him with embezzling money received by him in his 
office as clerk to the magistrates. After a full investigation, 
the magistrates refused to grant asummons. On the 3rd 
of December Cheeseborough renewed the application and the 
summons was again refused, and on the 4th of February he 

referred a charge of a common law misdemeanour against 

r. Freer, in appropriating money in his office as clerk; this 
charge was also dismissed. 

Price, Q.C., said he had advised his client to do what he 
had thought from the first would be the better course, and 
he now withdrew every charge against Mr. Freer 

His Lorpsu1p.—There is not the slightest colour what- 
ever for the charge which has been made, and Mr. Freer 
leaves the court with a character as clear as any man’s can 


e. 
Verdict for plaintiff. 





COURTS OF BANKRUPTCY. 
Lincoin’s-Inn-F1exps. 
(Before Mr. Registrar Pepys.) 
Aug. 1.—Jn re R. A. B. MeMullen. 

This was an application by Mr. Ellerton, solicitor, 
formerly in partnership with the debtor, for the repayment 
in full of certain sums of money which he had paid on ac- 
count of his late partner. It appeared that Mr. McMullen, 
who practised at Kensington, had filed a petition for 
liquidation by arrangement under the 125th and 126th 
sections of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. At the first meeting 
under the liquidation, Mr. Ellerton proved his debt, but 
the creditors did not come to any resolution except that the 
meeting should be adjourned for six months. Mr. Ellerton 
now applied for payment of his claim in full, a portion 
being for rent in respect of which he alleged the debtor was 
liable, and £6 13s. 4d. forincome tax. It seemed that dis- 
gales had arisen between the partners, and a dissolution 
ollowed. 

Reed, for Mr. McMullen said the application was of 
4 most extraordinary character, and the Court had no juris- 
diction to deal with it. Mr. Ellerton, having proved his 
debt under the proceedings, asked thut ho might receive 

yment in full before the other creditors obtained a 
farthing; a course which could not for one moment be sanc- 
tioned, 

Mr. Reaisrran Pepys said this was a most unusual 
eainiien, and it was impossible that Mr. Ellerton, who 
had elected to come in as a creditor under the liquidation, 
could have a double remedy. ‘Tho application must be dis- 
missed with costs. 

Solicitors in person, 


(Before the Curr Jupen.) 
In ve Krust, 
Bankruptey Act, 1860), ss, 126, 126— Petition under— Delivery 
of debtor's books to trustee. 
. The debtor in this case had filed a potition for liquida- 
‘ion under sections 125 and 126 of the Bankruptey Act, 








1869, and the receiver under the liquidation now applied 
for an order for the committal of the adie for contempt, on 
the ground that he had wilfully omitted to deliver up his 
books of account. It appeared that several applications had 
been made for the books, but for some reason they had not 
been delivered up. A first meeting of creditors had been 
appointed at which the debtor hoped to lay a satisfactory 
proposal before his creditors. 

Mr. J. S. Salaman (solicitor) in support of the applica- 
tion. 

Reed, for the debtor, said the real difficulty was this, that 
if the books were delivered to the receiver at once he would 
be in a position to collect the debts due to the estate ; a 
course which was intended to be avoided by the offer of a 
satisfactory composition. 

The Cuier JupGE was of opinion that the debtor was 
bound to deliver to the receiver all books of account, and 
his Lordship made an order for that purpose, but upon the 
condition that no application should at present be made to 
the debtors to the estate for payment, either by the receiver 
or by the debtor himself. 

Solicitors for the debtor, Walters § Gush. 


(Before Mr. Registrar S. Rics, sitting as Chief Judge.) 
Aug. 3.— fe Pratt. Ex parte Pettit. 
Remuneration of receiver. 

Under the petition in this case, Mr. Pettit, accountant, 
had been appointed receiver by order of the Chief Judge. 
He was subsequently displaced by resolution of the creditors, 
and application was now made for the allowance of his 
charges: , 

Reed, in support of the application, said there could be no 
doubt of the propriety of the claim. 

R. Griffiths opposed the application, on the ground that 
the appointment was unnecessary and improvident. 

The Registrar said that he could not go behind the 
order of the Chief Judge appointing the receiver, and Mr. 
Pettit was entitled to remuneration for the services he had 
rendered. 

Griffiths intimated his intention of bringing the matter 
before the Chief Judge. 





COUNTY COURTS. 
LAMBETH. 
(Before R. J. Cust, Esq., Deputy-Judge). 
July 28.—Bailey v. Barton—Possession of tenement 
under lease with right of re-entry—Costs. 

This was a plaint issued under 19 & 20 Vict. c. 108, 
52, for possession of a tenement held under lease with rigt 
of re-entry, the rent being half a year in arrear, and there 
being no sufficient distress on the premises. After hearing 
the evidence prescribed by the section, the judge made an 
order for possession, when 

Mr. Ody, for the plaintiff, asked for costs, and quoting 
from the last new rules the one numbered 13, said the 
judge had power to allow costs on the scale for upwards of 
£20 in cases of this kind, if the fees of court were paid on 
£5 or upwards. Tho fees in this case had been paid on 
£17 10s., that being the half-yearly rental, and he thought 
his Honour might very properly consider it a case for costs 
on the higher scale. 

Mr, Cust said he would give the costs, but, it appeared 
from the section that they could not be enforced in the 
usual way. His order could only be an alternative one for 
possession, unless rent in arrear be paid within a month. 
If the rent and costs were not paid, it appeared that the 

laintiff would have to enforce the order fer possession at 

is own cost, the Legislature apparently considering that 
to give a landlord possession betore the expiration of the 
term of the lease was sufficient return for his outlay. 

Mr, Ody said in that case his client would not only lose 
the costs of the ejectment if he had to enforce the order 
(which was a certainty), but he would then have to bring 
another action to recover the rent and costs now found to 
be due. 

Mr. Cvsr said that appeared to be so, because he had no 
power to onler payment of the rent. 
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APYRALs FROM Revistne Barnisrers.In the ten yoars 

1860-69 the Court of Common Pleas heard 92 appeals trom 

judgmonts of revising barriaters ; 45 decisions were affirmed, and 
UT were reversed, 
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APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Gzorcs Parsons Hester, solicitor and town clerk of 
Oxford, has been appointed Clerk to the Addenbury Turn- 
pike Trustees, in the room of Mr. Henry Churchill, solicitor, 
of Deddington, who has disappeared. Mr. Hester was 
admitted an attorney in Easter Term 1819, and besides the 
town-clerkship of Oxford, he holds the offices of Clerk of 
the Peace, Registrar of the County Court, and Clerk to the 
Commissioners of Taxes. 


Mr. Henry Tuomas Core, Q.C., has been appointed, by 
the Attorney-General, to be Leading Counsel to Her 
Majesty’s Post Office in the Western Circuit, in succession 
to the late Mr. Serjeant Kinglake. Mr. Cole is the son of 
the late Captain George Cole, by Sarah, daughter of the late 
Captain Crozier, R.M. He was born on the 2nd of February, 
1816. In November 1842, he was called to the by the Hon. 
Society of the Middle Temple, and was made a Queen’s 
Counsel and Bencher of his Inn in January, 1867. Heisa 
member of the Western Circuit, and was appointed Recorder 
of Penzance in 1862. 


Mr, Suarro Rogson, solicitor, of Newcastle and Gateshead, 
has been appointed Clerk to the Borough Magistrates of 
Gateshead, in succession to the late Mr. John Hunter. The 
other candidates were Mr. Theodore Hoyle, Mr. W. Lockey 
Harle, and Mr. J. A. Bush, solicitors, of Newcastle, and Mr. 
W. H. D. Longstaffe, solicitor, of Gateshead. Mr. S. Rob- 
son, the successful candidate, was admitted in 1865. 


Mr. James Cook, solicitor. of Bridgwater (firm Reed & 
Cook), has been elected by the Bridgwater Town Council, 
to be Treasurer of the Borough, which office was rendered 
vacant by the decease of Mr. W. J. Knight. Mr Cook was 
certificated in 1864. 


Mr. Wiii14m Parrnines, solicitor, of Tiverton, has been 
elected Clerk to the Land and Assessed Tax Commissioners 
of that borough, in the room of Mr. R. G. Tucker, solicitor, 
deceased. Mr. Partridge was admitted in 1845, and is also 
clerk to the magistrates of Tiverton. Mr. R. F. Loosemore, 
solicitor, was also a candidate for the vacant clerkship. 


Mr. Ricuarp Tuomas Herr, solicitor, of Darlington, has 
been appointed, by the Local Board of Guardians, to con- 
duct prosecutions under the Vaccination Act. Mr. Hett was 
certificated in 1867. 


Mr. W. B. Moorz, Deputy Clerk to the Borough Magis~ 
trates of Wolverhampton, has been appointed Clerk to Mr’ 
J. E. Davis, stipendiary magistrate of Sheffield. On leaving 
Wolverhampton, Mr. Moore was presented, by the attorneys 
practising tefore the borough bench, with a handsome gold 
pencil and pencil-case. They also testified to the able and 
courteous manner in which he had for the last three years 
discharged the duties of deputy clerk. 





GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Artouxrrs axp Soxicrrors’ Disaniiitigs Removat Bix. 
Sir,—Herewith I forward you for perusal, and if you 
deem it expedient to insert in your columns, either in whole 
or part, ~opy of certain letters received by me from re- 
presentative members of our profession in the country. 

I may add that I have many other communications 
from solicitors on the matter, but I do not think it neces- 
wary t% trouble you with any of them as the same questions 
are raise’ 2s in the letters now submitted hevngh you to 
the profcasion at large. 





The principal object, however, with which I address you 
mytell, ia to way that I omsider my own exclusive part in 
this work is now at an end, and that it remains for the 


prison generally to take wuch action in the matter ans 
may be thought nexccmary ond expedient, 

{n the exercise A what 3 eommdered more « duty than 
a right, | drew upa resolution and submitted the bill to 
the Incorprrstel Law Society ot ite last mecting, and 
aterwarts trrwardes «4 copy of that rewlution and Dill 
ty the weveral provincial wxidtion. The rewult has, up to 
the yroacnt nunnent, far exceed any autistgation of 
mine, ab 3 have no caus Ww regred my initial procedd- 
ings. The farther promcution A Unie meamure bn, however, 
Oyiviuahy U4 ayyritant 4 task for any one man to under: 


take, sul may way urldgnedly thet 3 have no desire w 





occupy a prominent position or sustain a leading part in 
what, after all, must be regarded as a necessary work, If 
a number of gentlemen will co-operate I shall have no 
objection to join them, and render such assistance as my 
other engagements will permit. 
Jostan J. Merriman, 
2, Poets Corner, Westminster, S.W., August 4. 


Spring-gardens, Haverfordwest, 
22nd July, 1870. 

Dear Sir,—I thank you very much for the copy resolution 
and bill which you kindly sent me. It is a step in the right 
direction, and I hope you will succeed. If you do, we shall 
be all deeply indebted to you. Iwish your bill went a little 
farther, and removed the present disqualification of solicitor 
to act as justices of the peace for the counties. This is a 
grave slur onthem. Many solicitors are at present in the 
commission, but cannot qualify, and many more would be 
put in were it not for the disability. We know from expe 
rience that no men are calculated to make such useful 
magistrates as solicitors of experience and position. Quali. 
fication might be made to debar them from practising either 
in petty or quarter sessions or before magistrates. 

In the present day, and with the weight of influence that 
solicitors possess now, such a measure could not fail to re 
ceive great support in the House. Could you by any possi. 
bility induce the Law Society to incorporate this in the bill? 
—Believe me, yours very truly, 

W. Davizs. 


J. J. Merriman, Esq. 

Leicester Law Society, 
Leicester, 25th July, 1870. 
Attorneys and Solicitors’ Disabilities Bill. 

Dear Sirs,—--I feel sure your proposed bill would meet 
with the approval of our Law Society. It is only fair and 
equitable that such a change should be made. Unfortunately 
the course of modern legislation runs in the contrary diree- 
tion.—Yours truly, H. A. Owsron, 

Messrs. Merriman & Co. Hon. Sec. 


Preston Law Society, 
July 25th, 1870. 

Dear Sirs,—I have laid your bill and letter before the 
committee. They entirely concur in the spirit and object of 
the bill. At the same time, I am instructed to inform you 
that if the qualification of membership with the Incorporated 
Law Society is a sine gua non, that the bill, if introduced, 
will meet with a strenuous and determined opposition. 

The greater proportion of the members of the profession 
practising in the country are not members of the Incor- 
porated, and if the bill were to pass in its present form three 
fourths of the country solicitors would be excluded from the 
benefits it seeks and professes to confer. So great an in- 
justice can never have been contemplated by you or the 
framers of this bill. 

Mere membership in the Incorporated, which is only 4 
= of £8. d., does not increase the status of the pro- 

ession. 

Ihave been instructed to communicate to you as within.— 
I am, Sirs, yours truly, Wii, Banks, 

Messrs. Merriman & Co. Hon. Sec, 

P.S.—Will you have the goodness to inform me when it 
is intended to introduce the bill and who will have =a be 
it? W. B. 


Plymouth Law Society (Established 1815), 
Plymouth, 25th July, 1870. 
Attorneys’ Disabilitics Bill 
Dear Sir,— This step in the right direction, I doubt not, 
will meet with the heartiest approval of tho society, many 
members of which have frequently commented upon the 
invidious exclusion, to the public loss, of the profession from 
#o many minor judicial and public appointments.— Faithfully 
yours, Jas. Kanvuey Onason, 
J. J. Merriman, Kaq, Hon, Sec. 


18, Bedford-circus, Exeter, 
25th July, 1870, 

Dear Hir,~I am obliged by your sending mo the bill ia 
Parliament and resolutions of the Incorporated Law Society. 
Home fifty years since the lower branch of the profession 
was, aan rule, unfit aa yor ne office, but modern education 

has qualified them for all minor judicial offices; and I thi 
they whould not be dimqualified from any office, Tf they are 
equally or more fitted than barristers for officos they should 
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or» ae 
have them; but this will only apply to offices of secondary 


importance, nae ve , 

Pi disapprove the 3rd section, disqualifying barristers from 
being eligible for the office of Solicitor to the Treasury, &c. 
In asking to have offices thrown open to solicitors it seems 
rather contradictory to ask to have barristers excluded from 
other offices, and which they at present hold. 

I have some doubts whether the clause restricting the 
appointments to members of the Incorporated Law Society 
js correct. It is giving power to the Incorporated Law 
Society to prevent the Government appointing any particular 
member to an office, and it will afford an argument to oppo- 
nents to the bill that the object is to make men join and pay 
yearly contributions to the Incorporated Law Society.— 
Tam, dear sir, yours very truly, Joun Daw. 

Josiah J. Merriman, Esq. 


County Court, Sunderland, 
July 26th, 1870. 

Dear Sirs,—I have conferred with the presidents of the 
Sunderland Law Society respecting your favour of the 23rd 
inst. and enclosures. 

We approve of the bill in the main, and shall be glad to 
obtain an expression of opinion from the society, which we 
do not doubt would be in its favour when such a course is 
likely to assist the promoters. 

There is one feature in the bill, however, which does not 
seem to be in accordance with the resolution. I mean that 
membership of the Incorporated Law Society should be a 
condition without which no attorney should be qualified to 
fill a judicial office. It may be very desirable to support the 
Incorporated Law Society, but the fact of rendering such 
support cannot be a test of “special ability and experience.” 
—Yours faithfully, Rost. K. A. Extts. 

Messrs. Merriman & Co, 


15, Sidney-street, Cambridge, 
30th July, 1870. 
Attorneys and Solicitors’ Disabilities Bill. 

Dear Sir,—There can be no objection to this bill what- 
ever, though I much doubt if it will do much good, though 
it may a little. 

Although a member of the Law Society myself I cannot 
see how membership of that body can be any qualification 
for any judicial or other appointment, as all that is required 
to constitute such membership is a subscription of £2 (or £1). 
—Yours faithfully, H. Foarp Harnis. 

Messrs, Merriman & Co. 


Manchester Law Association, 
Manchester, 2nd August, 1870. 
Attorneys and Solicitors’ Disabilities Bill. 

Dear Sir,—I duly received your communication, which I 
will bring before our committee at its next meeting. Ihave 
shown your letter and the draft bill to the chairman and 
one or two other members of the committee, whose feelings 
appeared to be one of approval of the measure, but not of 
the required qualification of membership of the Incorporated 
Law Society, which they feared likely to subject the bill to 
acharge of invidiousness, and to lay its object open to sus- 
picion,—I am, dear sir, yours truly, 

Sami, Unwin, 


Josiah J, Merriman, Esq. Hon, See. 


Newcastle-upon-'T'yne and Gateshead Law Society, 
42, Moseloy-street, Nowcastle-upon-l'yne, 
2nd August, 1870. 

Doar Sir,—I duly received your letter of the 23rd July, 
with a copy of the above bill. 

1 have not had any opportunity of bringing the matter 
before the standing committee of this society as yet, and I 
shall probably not have any such opportunity before Oc- 
tober. I have, however, mentioned the subject to several of 
the members, who all approve of the project, and 1 have no 
doubt the committee generally will take the same view of 
the matter when it is brought before thom, Yours faith- 
ully, Tos, Gro, Ginson, 

Josiah J, Merriman, Ksq. Hon, See. 


Incorporated Law Society of Liverpool, 
14, Cook-streot, Liverpool, 
2nd August, 1870. 

Dear Sir,'Tho Incorporated Law Society of Liverpool 
desire mo to acknowledge the receipt of your communica. 
tions of tho 23rd ult, and Lat inst,, with the suggested bill 
in draft, and to state that thoy await tho action of the 





Incorporated Law Society upon their resolution of the 19th 
July, 1870.—Yours truly, 
Ausert T, Wricur, 

Josiah J. Merriman, Esq. Hon, Sec. 

8, Ship-street, Brighton, 

August 2nd, 1870. 

Attorneys’ Disabilities Bill. 

Dear Sir,—The Brighton Law Society is not at the pre- 
sent time in proper working order, and I cannot send you 
its opinion on this subject. For myself, I have long been 
of opinion that an end should be put to the monopoly by 
the Bar of all the smaller prizes of the profession.—I am, 
yours truly, 

J. J. Merriman, Esq. J. W. Hewterr. 

Worcester and Worcestershire Law Society, 
Worcester, August 3rd, 1870. 
Attorneys and Solicitors’ Disabilities Bill. 

Dear Sir,—I certainly think it an anomaly and injustice 
to solicitors that the departments of solicitors to the Govern- 
ment offices should invariably be in the hands of barristers, 
and as far as the proposed bill provides that hereafter soli- 
citors are to be included as eligible for such appointments, 
I approve of the measure. As regards county court judges 
I doubt the expediency of making solicitors eligible. It is 
often urged by members in Parliament that, seeing the in- 
creased importance of county courts, it is highly necessary 
that the appointment of county court judges should be given 
to barristers of greater ability and learning than those who 
now hold the office. 

It would be advantageous to the public if the profession 
of attorneys could act as magistrates, as well stipendiary as 
ordinary. In the latter case he should be disqualified from 
acting as attorney in any criminal court of any kind. He 
would then be free from partiality as the present borough 
magistrates, who are generally tradesmen carrying on busi- 
ness in the town. One of the best chairman of county 
quarter sessions for Worcestershire was a retired attorney. 
—Yours faithfully, W. ALLEN. 

Josiah J. Merriman, Esq,, 

28, Queen-street, City. 


Maidstone, 3rd August, 1870. 

Dear Sirs,—I have received your proposed bill for repeal- 
ing attorneys and solicitors’ disabilities, and have perused if, 
and will bring it under the notice of the committee of the 
Kent Law Societies when they meet. 

In the meantime I may say that on the 2nd clause I should 
anticipate a difference of opinion, though not upon the 3rd. 
—Yours faithfully, Jno, Case, 

Sec. Kent Law Society. 

To Messrs. Merriman & Co, 

Commissioners’ Frs. 

Sir,—Will you state in your columns-- 

1. What is the proper fee for a commissioner to ad- 
minister oaths in chancery in England to demand and take 
for swearing a deponent to an affidavit, and for each exhibit 
(if any) ? 

2. What is the proper fee for a commissioner for taking 
affidavits in the Court of Queen’s Bench at Westminster to 
demand and take for swearing a deponent to an affidvit, 
and for each exhibit (if any) ? 

The great difference which oxists in different parts on 
this subject must be my excuse for troubling you, . 

W. MM. 


Vestry Mxsrines. 

Smm,—Will you permit me to make a short reply fo 
“ Inquirer,” whose letter appeared in your last number: 

Tho right of the minister to preside appears to be 30 un- 
doubted a fact that, save by statutory exception, I cannot 
imagine any doubt existing, Ia Haniing’s * Handybook of 
Ecclesiastical Law,” p. 192, he says—* You, deing the 
minister of the parish, will have the right to preside at all 
vestry mootings held in the parish, whether they are held in 
the church or its vestry.cvom or elsewhera Should you 
not be present a chairman is to be nominated by the persons 
naneashied, and appointed by the plurality of their votes” 

And I further refer “ Inquirer” to the flowing extract 
from Archbold’s “ Parish Law *:—“'The minister of the 
parish—that is to say, the rector, vioar, ar perpetual curate 
if he be present, presides as chairman wherever the meet. 
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ing is held (Wilson v. Macmath, 3 Phill. E. C. 87,3 B. & 
Ald, 246 n.; RB. v. Doyley, 12 A. & E. 139, 4 Burn. Ecc. 
Law, 9). But by statute 58 Geo. 3, c. 69,8. 2, in case the 
rector, vicar, or perpetual curate shall not be present, the 
persons assembled in pursuance of the notice already men- 
tioned shall forthwith nominate and appoint, by plurality 
of votes, to be ascertained as hereinafter directed, one of the 
inhabitants of such parish to be the chairman, and to pre- 
side at the meetmg. The chairman, and not the vestry, has 
the power of adjourning the meeting (Reg. v. Doyley, 12 
A. & E.139). But he must exercise the power so as to 
facilitate the business, else the Court of Queen’s Bench may 
interfere by mandamus. Where the meeting is adjourned, 
no fresh notice of the particular business to be done is 
necessary (Scadding v. Loarant, 3 H. L. 418).” 
Ringwood, Aug. 1. W. R. 





PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
July 29.—The Dublin City Voters Disfranchisement Bill 
was read a second time. 
The Dividends on Stock Bili.--The Commons’ amend- 
ments were agreed to. 
The Settled Estates (Mansions) Bili was read a third time 
and passed. 


August 1.—The Extradition Bill was read a second time. 
August 2.—The Juries Bill was reported as amended. 


The Statute Law Revision Bill was read a second time. 

The Militia Acts Amendment Bill was read a second time. 

August 4.—The Clerical Disabililies Bill was read a third 
time and passed. 

Vhe Real Actions Abolition (Ireland) Bill was read a 
second time, the Lord Chancellor explaining that it abolished 
antiquated forms of action which had been abolished in 
England many years ago. 

The Turnpike Act Continuance Bill passed through com- 
mittee, a proposal by Earl Powis to omit clause 12 as throw- 
ing on the county rate the maintenance of a number of ill- 
built bridges, having been negatived. 

The Matrimonial Causes and Marriage Law (Ireland) Bill 
was read a second time. 

The Juries Bill was read a third time and passed. 

The Statute Law Revision Bill passed through committee. 

The Dublin City Voters Disfranchisement Bill, the Army 
Enlistment Bill, and the Extradition Bill were read a third 
time and passed. 

The Life Assurance Companies Bill—The Commons’ 
amendments were agreed to. 

The Larceny Advertisements Bill was read a second time. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

August 2.—The Foreign Enlistment Bill—The Attorney- 
General moved the second reading. He explained that the 
Government did not undertake and never had undertaken 
in former wars to prohibit the exportation of contraband 
of war. The exportation of contraband of war was not 
prohibited by the existing Enlistment Act, nor, strictly 
speaking, by the Queen’s proclamation. No proclamation 
of the Queen could constitute that an offence against an 
Act of Parliament, or the law of the land, which was not 
an offence before. The proclamation warned her Majesty’s 
subjects, first, against the breaking of blockades, and, 
secondly, against the supplying of contraband of war; but 
the consequence of disobeying these injunctions of the 
Queen were pointed out to be a liability to hostile capture. 
That was the liability, and the only liability which is 
pointed out in the proclamation. The Government had 
not undertaken to prevent vessels from breaking the 
blockade, nor to prevent the exportation of contraband of 
war ; but they said to any man who started with a vessel 
intending to break the blockade or to supply contraband of 
war to a belligerent—“You do it at your own risk; you 
will be subject to capture, and the Queen will not inter 
fere for your protection.” That was the consequence of 
which those people are warned who contravene the provi- 
sions of the Foreign Enlistment Act. He thought it well 
that this should be generally understood, becanse many com- 
plaints were made against the Government for not preventin 
the exportation of coal, of horses, of a variety of articles which 
might or might not be contraband of war. During the 





Crimean war, for example, Belgium! and Holland supplied 
Russia with large quantities of arms, but we did not treat 
that as a breach of neutrality. Agair, during the American 
war large quantities of arms, ammunition, and other con- 
traband of war were supplied by us both to the Federals 
and the Confederates, but although the former complained 
of us for having allowed the Alabama to escape, they made 
no complaint that we did not undertake to prevent the 
exportation of contraband of war. They merely captured 
the vessels when they could catch them. Therefore, pro. 
visions to prevent the exportation of contraband of war 
were not to be found in this bill any more than they were 
to be found in our existing Act or in the American Act, 
This, however ought to be known. If it be shown that a 
vessel carrying coal or any other contraband article is so far 
in communication and correspondence with the fleet of either 
belligerent as to form a part of it, or acts as a tender to 
ships of war, such vessel will run the risk of being cap- 
tured and forfeited as a store-ship in the service of the 
enemy. It was true that under the Customs Consolidation 
Act the Queen might stop the exportation of arms by an Order 
in Council, but that provision had never been enforced 
except when we ourselves were actually engaged or were 
on the point of engaging in war. This bill went beyond 
any statute law passed in any country for the purpose of 
enforcing neutrality. If we had merely considered the 
strict measure of international duties which might have 
been forced upon us, probably we should not have gone so 
far; but the bill had been prepared for the sake of our- 
selves and of our dignity rather than in order to satisfy 
any demands which might be made upon us by foreign 
countries. Although some of its provisions against reckless 
and unscrupulous traders might be stringent, none would 
interfere with the objects of legitimate commerce.— 
Mr. Vernon Harcourt said it would have been better if the 
preventive portion of the bill had been enlarged, and that 
so much had not been made of the punitive portion, because 
punishment was useful only as a deterrent, but prevention 
was of far greater consequence. Besides, if great weight 
was placed upen the punitive portions of the bill, foreign 
powers would be continually complaining of our not 
prosecuting sufficiently. The action of a jury, too, was 


necessary in the case of punishment, and juries might be 
unwilling to give a verdict against a prisoner. He regretted 
the bill had not been introduced earlier, that it might be 


revised by a select committee. Among other things he 
noticed with regret that the power held by the Executive 
to dispense with the operation of the Foreign Enlistment 
Act had not been dispensed with. This power would 
enable a Government, as was said by Canning, ‘‘to sneak 
the country into a war which they had not the courage to 
declare’—a most dangerous power for any Government to 
possess. As regards clause 5, he agreed that we should 
not control foreigners as regards their object in leaving this 
country. Clause 6, which proposed to punish those who 
induced others to enlist in a foreign army, was a very 
useful one, and was directed against crimps and others who 
got hold of innocent sailors, and when they got them to 
sea endeavoured to persuade them tosign articles. That clause, 
however, concluded by a singular paragraph, to the effect that 
ifa man taken abroad should ultimately enlist in a foreign 
service it should be deemed conclusively that he quitted her 
Majesty’s dominions with the intent to accept an engage- 
ment in the military or naval service ofsuch foreignstate. The 
clause would be sufficiently strong without that paragraph. 
The 8th clause had reference to the illegal building of ships, 
and was open to considerable difficulty. Ifthe Government 
took upon itself to forbid the building of vessels of any par- 
ticular description they would make themselves responsible 
for every keel laid in this country, and the representatives 
of foreign nations would be constantly urging them to inter- 
fere in a matter calculated to materially check our shipbuild- 
ing trade, on the ground that nearly every vessel that was being 
built might be intended for a purpose adverse to the interests 
of the country in whose service they wero. All that was 
necessary in order to carry out the intention of the measure 
was to prevent the despatch of the vessel when built, and 
not to prevent it being built, and he thought that that object 
was fully provided for by another clause in the bill. Under 
clause 7, which supplemented the provisions of clause 6, if 
any American were to lbave this country for Amorica by 
one of the Cunard Company’s ships, and were subsequently 
to enter the service of any of the States of South America, 
the captain of the ship so carrying him would bo liable to 
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two years’ imprisonment. That would be stretching the | 


law to a most injudicious extent.—Sir Roundell Palmer was 
glad that the House was so nearly agreed upon the impor- 


tance of and the necessity for passing this measure. It was 
most desirable that the statement of the Attorney-General 
that a nation was not bound by international law to legis- 
late upon this subject, should be thoroughly understood and 
eres Rarely In fact, it was only in this country and 
in the 


nited States that such legislation had occurred, 
although no doubt in many Continental nations there 
were elastic powers in force which enabled the various 
governments to deal with cases of the description re- 
ferred to in the bill when they happened to arise. 
All subjects of the country owed to the Government the 
duty of being neutral when the State was neutral, and it 
was the duty of the State to arm itself with powers to re- 
press any attempt on the part of private citizens to oppose 
the public will to be neutral. But the House would not 
take from the Crown the power of granting a licence to do 
any acts which under the Foreign Enlistment Act would be 
illegal if done without the licence of the Crown ; to legislate 
to deprive the Crown of the power of taking a single step 
of that kind, without going to war altogether, would be im- 
prudent and foreign to the purposes of the present bill, for 
there might be many cases in which it would be inexpedient 
toenter upon war, though the State did not assume an 
attitude of strict neutrality. A matter of high policy of that 
kind ought not to be dealt with by a side-wind in such a bill 
asthe present. ‘The fifth clause related to persons leaving 
this country to enlist in the service of a belligerent whose 
subjects they were not, and if it were expedient to retain 
such a clause, it was also expedient that the Crown should 
have the power of relaxing its operations. And so with 
regard to the important case of ship-building, if a 
power of relaxation was not given to the Crown, there 
would be involved in the penalties of the bill any 
person who took a contract to build a ship before the com- 


mencement of war, and yet might be willing afterwards to | 


go to the Government and ask for a licence, undertaking at 
the same time, not to allow the ship to leave the country. 


With regard to the seventh clause, they must consider not | 


merely the case of the solitary American alluded to by Mr. 
Vernon Harcourt, but must look to the larger case. There 
was in this country a great number of foreigners of various 
nations, and it could not be maintained that the principle 
of neutrality would be observed, if a recruiting sergeant 
were allowed to go through the country to enlist persons 
for the service of a foreign State of which they were not the 
os. With regard to the clause respecting illegal ship- 
building, he was of opinion that if the power conferred by 
that clause were not given the bill would be emasculated. 
He thought it of infinitely greater importance that all ship- 
builders and traders in this country should obey the law 
with respect to the neutrality of their country than that 
they should have a few contracts on their hands more or 
less.-—The bill was read a second time. 

Aug. 2.—The New Courts of Justice-—Mr. Ayrton said the 
Acts authorising their erection contemplated that the whole 
undertaking should be completed for a sum of £1,500,000. 
The Treasury had to consider this matter in order to reduce 
the cost within reasonable limits. Last year it was shown 
to be unnecessary to spend such an enormous sum as 
£3,250,000, and this year, at the request of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, he had communicated with all the parties 
concerned in order to see whether the scheme could not be 
executed within the limits of the sum originally sanctioned 
by Parliament. The sum voted for land had then been ex- 
ceeded, but nothing had been done in reference to the 
building. All attempts to improve the site failed, because 
ho was not possessed of ennaiecs powers, but the efforts 
made to improve the building were successful, and ulti- 
mately a radical change was effected in the plan, by which 

t. Street was enabled to adjust the building to the ground. 
The Royal Commissioners had then to be consultec ; they 
had arranged what departments might be accommodated 
— the block of buildings, and tho architect felt satisfied 

at he would be able to mature his design so that provision 

ould be made for bringing together all the offices which 
Were immediately concerned in the administration of justice 
in the Superior Courts, He had no reason to doubt that 
=e ew days the Government would obtain that ac- 

u igi by the Royal Commissioners which was required 
vy th W, and then they would be in a position to proceed 

the building. A present voto of £21,450 was needed 


to provide the sum required to clear the ground and lay the 
i foundation, while as to the building money, an account 
would not be required before the commencement of the next 
financial year. He therefore hoped that the building would 
proceed under such conditions as to give a reasonable secu- 
rity that the prescribed sum would not be exceeded.—Mr. 
G. Gregory was glad that at last they were about to com- 
mence a building for which there had been an agitation 
during more than thirty years. It was true that the esti- 
mate for the land had been exceeded, but considering that 
the land taken was in the centre of London, and recollecting 
the amount ofthe purchase-money, theincrease was nota large 
one. With respect to the plans, the contemplated fusion 





of the Courts of Law and Equity could not be carried out 
until the proposed accommodation had been supplied, and 
he therefore hoped that, when this work was commenced, 
it would be energetically and successfully prosecuted —Mr. 
| Whitwell asked whether, by this vote, the sanction of the 
House would be given to all the arrangements, including 
the approaches.—Mr. Alderman Lawrence said the building 
now proposed stood much nearer to the Strand than in the 
former design. If the present plan were carried out the 
building would not be seen to advantage, nor would the 
approaches be anything like sufficient for the accommoda- 
tion of the public.—Mr. Beresford Hope said the accommo- 
dation in front of the building varied from thirty feet to eighty 
feet between the building and the Strand ; the larger spaces 
being between projections, which would afford ample shelter 
for carriages and loiterers. If it were found by experience 
that more space would be required, the south side of the 
Strand could be rebuilt for the purpose, and the sooner that 
was done the better, whether more space were needed or 
not. ‘The advisability of opening up the great arteries of 
London was agreed on by all ; but the requirements of the 
public in respect of the law courts had been, greatly exag- 
gerated ; and he did not believe the traffic in the Strand 
would be increased by them to any extraordinary extent.— 
| Mr. Ayrton explained that the question of approaches was 
, in no way connected with the vote under discussion which 
would bind the committee only to the block plan.—Mr. 
Dillwyn complained of the great expense attending the pur- 
chase of this site. The vendor's costs amounted to £36,000; 
surveyor's charges, £8,000; legal expenses, £8,000; ac- 
countants’ clerks, £3,000, and preliminary expenses, in- 
cluding the Royal Commission, £17,000—Mr. G. Gregory 
defended these charges.—Mr. Jessel hoped the unappro- 
priated space within the building would be devoted toa 
court of appeal.—Sir J. Lawrence thought that light and 
air had been sacrificed to economy in the designs for the 
new law courts. —Mr. Ayrton observed that the fact was 
exactly the contrary. The office of Works had rejected the 
plans sanctioned by the Royal Commission on the ground 
that they gave less light and air. 

August 3.—The Married Women’s Property Bill.—Con- 
sideration of the Lord’s amendments.—Mr. Russell Gurney 
said that the bill, as it had come down from the House of 
Lords, was an entirely new measure. At the same time, 
since a complete remedy had been provided by the other 
House for the most glaring hardships of the existing law, 
as bearing upon the poorer classes, he would suggest that 
the bill should be accepted in its present form, with a few 
alterations. —The Lord’s amendments were then agreed to 
with some unimportant modifications. 

The Foreign Enlistment Bill.-Committee.—Mr. Norwood 
said that under the circumstances the Government ought not 
todo more than re-enact the presentlaw withsuch amendments 
as might be necessary to meet cases like that of the Alabama, 
The bill was too stringent. He objected to the change of 
jurisdiction, Under the old Act it was the Court of 
Tesheaeer that had jurisdiction. It was now proposed that 
the duty of deciding upon the forfeiture of a vessel should 
be given to the Court of Admiralty, which did not enjoy 
the confidence of the public. He objected to giving 
power to any one judge, without the aid of a jury, 
to try the question of forfeiture, involving, as it did, 
the intent of the person who fitted out the ship. That 
was a point which ought te be determined by a 
jury, and not left to the decision of any one man.—Mr, 
‘Vernon Harcourt said a complaint had been made 
that this bill did not go far enough, that it only pro- 

rohibited the exportation of ships of war, and not contra- 
co articles generally, Take the case of the United 
States, who wore famous for neutrality, The President 
had stated a few years ago that it was the traditional and 
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settled policy of the United States to maintain impartial 
neutrality ; butthat, notwithstanding the existence of hostili- 
ties, the citizens of the United States retained their original 
right to continue all their pursuits by land and sea, at 
home and abroad, subject only to the law of nations. That, 
in pursuance of this policy, the laws of the United States 
did not forbid their citizens to sell to either of the belli- 
gerent powers articles contraband of war, or to take muni- 
tions of war or soldiers on board their private ships for 
transportation ;* that the citizens of the United States had 
sold gunpowder and arms to all buyers without distinction ; 
that their transports had been employed by England and 
France in conveying munitions of war and bringing home 
wounded soldiers ; and that that involved no interruption of 
the friendly relations between the Governments of the 
United States and Russia. Such was the message of the 
President, and it was to be observed that it went beyond 
the permission which was given to English subjects, because 
in our Foreign Enlistment Act the transport of troops and 
munitions of war to foreign belligerents was forbidden. 
Her Majesty’s Government, in declining to extend the 
scope of the bill, not only acted upon a principle conform- 


of those States which had been most careful to observe 


neutrality.—Mr. Jessel said that in this country there was a — 
large number of tribunals which decided upon matters of | 


the greatest importance without a jury. He believed that 
guestions involving three-fourths, at least, of all the pro- 
perty brought before the courts were finally adjudicated upon 
by single judges without the assistance of a jury. He was 
very sorry to hear quoted in that House as law the message 
of any President of the United States. Such messages 
were generally party productions, made and issued for 
party purposes, and with a view to the exigencies which 
might call them forth. Asa question of policy as well as 
of law, that message was of no authority for us. If Parlia- 
ment wished now to give powers which, to some extent at 
least, exceeded those hitherto claimed by the Government, it 
must be admitted that, as the world went on, modifications 
in what was called the law of nations were admissible,—The 
Attorney-General said Mr. Norwood had objected 
to the substitution of the jurisdiction of the Court of 
Admiralty for that of the Court of Exchequer. He kad 
some experience in this matter, and he believed that pro- 
ceedings in the Court of Admiralty would be speedier, 


simpler, cheaper, and in every respect preferable——Clauses | 


1,2, and 3 were agreed to.—Clause 4 (Penalty for enlist- 
ment in service of a foreign State).—The Attorney-General 
proposed to omit the words “not being a British subject 
within her Majesty's dominions,” with a view to confine the 
prehibition to accept a commission, or military or naval en- 
gagement, from a foreign State to British subjects.— 
Agreed to.—The Attorney-General also amended the 
clause so as to prohibit any person, whether British 
subject or foreigner, from inducing another to take 
service in a foreign State—Clause 5 (Penalty for 
leaving her Majesty’s dominions with intent to serve a 
foreign state) agreed to with verbal amendment and the 
omission ofits last paragraph.—In clause 6 (Penalty on 
embarking persons under false representations as to ser- 
vice) the words ‘fine and imprisonment ’”’ were substituted 
for “fine or imprisonment”; end, at the suggestion 
of Mr. Vernon Harcourt, the latter part of the clause 
was expunged.—Clause 7 agreed to with verbal amend- 
ment.—Clause 8 (Penalty on illegal shipbuilding and 
illegal expeditions). The Attorney-General added at the 
end of the clause the following :—‘‘ Provided that a person 
building, causing to be built, or equipping a ship in any of 
the cases aforesaid, in pursuance of a contract made before 
the commencement of such war as aforesaid, shall not be 
liable to any of the penaltics imposed by this section, in 
respect of such building or equipping, if he satisfies the 
conditions following (that is to say):—(1.) If forthwith 
upon 4 proclamation of neutrality being issued by her 


Majesty he gives notice to the Secretary of State that he | 


is 16 building, causing to be built, or equipping such ship, 
and farnishes such particulars of the contract and of any 
matters relating to, or done, or to be done, under the con- 


tract as may be required by the Secretary of State. (2.) | 


Ii he gives such security, and takes and permits to be taken 
such other measures, if any, as the Secretary of State may 
prescribe for insuring that such ship shall not be des- 
tched, delivered, or removed without the licence of her 
ajety until the termination of such war a» aforesaid,” 





| taken the order ? 
| contracts ? 
able to the law of nations, but were justified by the practice | 


On clause 9 (Creating a legal presumption as to a ship built 
for a belligerent that it was built with a view to being em. 
ployed in its naval or military service) Mr. Vernon Har. 
court said it was a very strong thing to seek to create by 
enactment a presumption in a criminal proceeding.—The 
Attorney-General said the clause was an important one, for 
although proof might be given in a court which amounted 
to a moral certainty, there were some judges—und he wag 
not blaming them—who would say to the prosecution, “ You 
have not sufficient legal evidence; you have not adduced 
the proof which is required by law, and therefore the 
defendant must be acquitted.”” This description of legisla. 
tion was by no means new. It had been adopted in the 
case of government stores and in other cases with great 
advantage. Supposing you proved that the builder had 
taken an order to build a ship for a country at war, if you 
went a step further and proved that the ship had actually 
been employed in war you had a primd facie case against 
the builder. ‘Then what was the hardship on him? Could 
he not easily prove the circumstances under which he had 
Were ships ever built without written 
If aship were built without such a contract, 
that fact of itself raised a strong presumption against the 
builder. The object in view was very important, and he 
hoped the committee would agree to the clause.—Mr. Russell 
Gurney admitted that the object in view was of great im- 
portance, but it was not unimportant that an innocent man 
should not be convicted. He thought that the stringent 


; provision of the clause ought not to be confined to cases of 


forfeiture of ships in which the builder of the ship could be ex- 


‘ amined. In acriminal proceeding against himself his mouth 
| would be closed.— Mr. Rathbone thought a fairsolution of the 


difficulty might be found in giving the builder himself 
power to give evidence. He thought innocent persons were 


, not likely to be proceeded against under this bill, and it 


would Le better to err on the side of giving very stringent 
powers to the Court than on that of leaving an opening for 
disastrous breaches of the laws of neutrality—Mr. James 
said the clause was too stringent.—The Solicitor-General 
said there could not occur one case out of a thousand in 
which the builder of a ship would have the smallest diffi- 
culty in proving the circumstances of the contract.—Mr. 
Russell Gurney moved, as an amendment, the insertion of 
the words, “except in criminal proceedings,’ his object 
being to except from the operation of the clause cases in 
which the builder was put on his trial —The amendment 
was rejected by a majority of 73 to 26, and the clause, after 
verbal amendments,was agreed to. Clauses from 10 to 18 in- 
clusive were agreed to._-On clause 19 (Admiralty Jurisdic- 
tion) Mr. Norwood objected to the transfer of the jurisdic- 
tion under this bill from the courts of common law assisted 
by a jury to a single judge of the Court of Admiralty. He 
moved the rejection of the clause.—Mr. Staveley Hill sup- 
ported the amendment.—Mr. Vernon Harcourt said the new 
system created by this bill required to be placed under a 
new jurisdiction. The Court of Admiralty, having to 
decide questions of prize in time of war was the best fitted 
to determine questions of neutrality. If this clauso were 
omitted, the Royal Commission would have sat in vain.— 
The Attorney-General considered this the most important 
clause in the bill, Foreign governments would not be 
satisfied if questions arising under the bill were allowed to 
be determined by ajury. His experience of the Court of 
Exchequer in 5 a i questions of this kind had led 
him to believe that it was desirable that the present juris 
diction should be changed.—The clauso was carried by 4 
majority of 105 to 14.—Clause 21. On the question whether 
it was wise to give power to every officer holding a commis- 
sion in the navy to stop a vessel, subject to the control of 
his superior officer, the Attorney-General stated that the 
clause had been taken verbatim from the Merchant Shipping 
Act.—The clause was agreed to, as were also the remaining 


| clauses, several matters being left over for consideration on 


bringing up the report. 


July 29.—The Petty Sessions Clerk Ireland Act (1858) 
Amendment Bill, the Matrimonial Causes and Marriage 
Law (Ireland) Bill, and the Real Actions Abolition (Ireland) 
Bill, passed through committee. 

The Burials Bill was withdrawn, Mr. O. Morgan an- 
nouncing it to be his intention to bring in a similar bill 
next session, 


August 4.—Tho Leclesiastical Titles Act Repeal Bill.— 


, Mr. Newdogate opposed the second reading.-Mr. Jessel, 
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Mr. T. Chambers, and Mr. McLaren also opposed it.—Mr, 
Bernal Osborne supported the bill.—Mr. Bruce said the 
Government thought the bill, as originally framed by them 
and introduced into the House of Lords, would do its work 
nite as effectually as the amended bill, while it would be 
much less offensive, and they, therefore, proposed in com- 
mittee to restore the bill to its original shape, which 
simply abolished a penalty that was never enforced. It was 
inexpedient to keep upon the statute-book an Act which 
had never been carried out. 

The Foreign Enlistment Biil.—Consideration of bill as 
amended.—The Attorney-General obtained the omission 
of clause 11, explaining that, although the Royal Commis- 
sioners had made a recommendation to the effect of this 
clause, they did not intend that it should be embodied in an 
Act of Parliament, but that it should be carried out under the 
Queen’s regulations. The Governor of a colony would, 
under this clause, have to determine whcther a ship enter- 
ing his ports was illegally fitted out or not; and this was 
enough to showthat the object the commissioners hadin view 
could not be carried out by an Act of Parliament. It was 
intended, instead, to advise colonial Governors of the 
escape of any illegally-fitted vessel—A new clause was also 
introduced by the Attorney-General, limiting the term of 
imprisonment to two years.—The third reading was then 
fixed for August 5. 

The Enclosure Bill was withdrawn. 

The Stamp Duties Bill passed through committee. 





OBITUARY. 


MR. T. TILLEARD. 

The profession and the public have sustained a heavy loss 
in the recent death of Mr. John Tilleard, of Tilleard, Son & 
Co., Old Jewry, some time solicitors to the South Eastern 
Railway Company. Mr. Tilleard was born in August, 1793, 





was articled in April, 1814, and in May, 1819, on the expira- | 


tion of his articles, commenced business in partnership 
with another gentleman. While still an articled clerk he 
had had the conduct of a very heavy business. In August, 
1828, Mr. Tilleard’s partnership was dissolved, and about 
1825 he found himself in large and important practice in 
London. In September, 1836, he took his son into part- 


nership; and in the autumn of 1845 the firm, under its | 


then style of Tilleard, Freeman & Co., became solicitors to 
the South Eastern Railway Company. The firm as now 
constituted was formed in 1857. Mr. Tilleard’s membership 
of the Incorporated Law Society dated from 1832; he 
was also a member of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Associa- 
tion and other similar institutions. In 1827 he be- 
came an original shareholder in the “ London University.’ 
These are the dates which mark the progress of Mr. 
Tilleard’s professional career; but we should do_ his 
memory a great injustice if we added nothing more. 
He launched himself into large practice at the 
very outset of his career, and this success was entirely 
due to his natural qualifications, and the perseverance and 
integrity with which he improved his talents, He 
possessed in an unusual degree those qualities of energy, 
accurate knowledge of commercial law, and prompt, sound 
judgment which commercial men need in a legal adviser. His 
courtesy and kindness to his fellow-lawyers, old and young, 
small and great, are well known. It is now some time 
since he ceased to take an active part in the business of the 
firm of which he was the head, but as a man esteemed by 
a wide circle within and without the pale of the profession, 
his loss will be deeply felt. 


MR. G. HODGKINSON. 
_ Mr. George Hodgkinson, solicitor, late of Wirksworth, 
in Derbyshire, died on tho 26th of July, at Kirkby-in- 
Ashfield, Notts, in the sixtieth year of his age. He was 
certificated in 1831, and for many years filled the office of 
dlerk to the magistrates of the Wirksworth division, 


nn a nn ee 


Mr. Francis Webb, barristor-at-law, has received {10 freedom 
of the City of London. 

Mr. F, F. Giraud, solicitor, of Faversham, Kent, is a candi- 
date for the town-clorkship of that borough, rendered vacant by 
tho appointment of Mr. f G. Johnson to be town clerk of 
Nottingham. Mr, F, G, Gibson, solicitor, of Sittingbourne, is 

& candidate, 











SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


Annuat Rerort of the Councit submitted to the General 
Meeting of the Members on July 19, 1870. 
(Continued from page 804.) 

OBLIGATION OF ATTORNEYS TO PROCEED WITH THE ConDUCT 
or Suits WHICH THEY HAVE ONCE CoMMENCED. 

In March last, the Lords of the Committee of the Privy 
Council found it necessary to make some observations with 
reference to the neglect of a solicitor to prosecute an appeal 
case in which he was concerned for the appellants, although 
sufficient funds had been placed in his hands by his client 
for that purpose. These observations, which were after- 
wards printed by order of the Judicia! Committee, comprised 
the following statement—viz., ‘‘ That it is the duty of a 
solicitor who has once undertaken to conduct a cause to 
carry it to a conclusion, and he cannot refuse to do that duty 
by reason of the client not having complied with any appli- 
cation that may have been made to him.” 

It appeared to the council that this remark was calculated 
to have a most prejudicial effect upon the numerous solici- 
tors who practice as agents in Indian and colonial appeals 
before the Judicial Committee, and without reference to the 
merits of the particular case which seemed to have called 
forth these observations from the Committee, the council 
considered it their duty, on behalf of the profession, to make 
a representation to the Privy Council on the subject. 

The council accordingly addressed a letter to Mr. Reeve, 
the Registrar, stating that, with the greatest respect for 
their Lordships, they ventured to think that the above pro- 
position was stated thus broadly, and without qualification, 
through inadvertence, and not with the intention that it 
should be promulgated as a formal judgment; for it ap- 
peared to the council that there is no rule better established 
than that an attorney is not bound to proceed in a case 
unless he receives adequate advances from time to time for 
necessary disbursements, and upon reasonable notice to his 
client ; and they referred to several reported cases upon the 
subject. 

The council also stated that they were induced to make 
this communication because they believed that if the obser- 
vations in question were circulated in India and the 
colonies, it would place solicitors practising before the Judi- 
cial Committee in a position of considerable embarrassment, 
and lead to disappointment on the part of the suitor. 

The council shortly afterwards received a very courteous 
answer from the Registrar, to the effect that he had been 
authorised by the Lords of the Privy Council who were 
present at the time, to state that the observations in ques- 
tion were not intended to have any judicial authority, nor 
were they made with the intention that they should be 
promulgated as a formal judgment of the Privy Council, nor 
had they been so promulgated ; that the remarks did not 
enter into the determination of any judicial matter, but 
were merely a personal admonition addressed to a solicitor, 
and had reference to the peculiar circumstances of a case 
in which, after having obtained a final order in the appeal, 
the solicitor had abstained from drawing up the order. 
REGIsTRATION or Names AND Resipsnces OF PRINTERS, 

PUBLISHERS, AND ProrrreTors OF NEWSPAPERS. 

The attention of the council bas been directed to the very 
serious mischief that may arise from what appears to have 
been the unintentional operation of an Act passed last session 
(32 & 83 Vict. c. 24). In the schedule to that Act, of the 
Acts to be repealed, there is included the 6th section of 6 &7 
Will. 4 0. 76, whereby it was enacted that no person shall 
print or publish a newspaper until a declaration has been 
delivered to the Commissioner or Distributor of Stamps, 
sotting forth certain specific matters, including the title of 
the paper, and the names and residences of the printer, pab- 
lisher, and proprietor, It does not appear that any com- 
plaints have been made by any printer, publisher, or pro- 
prietor of the operation of this section as harsh or oppres- 
sive; and experience, in fact, shows that it is of great public 
utility, as affording a ready means to persons seeking redress 
for injury done by newspaper articles, of ascertaining who 
aro the responsible proprietors of the offending papers. 

'The effect of the repeal of this provision is that a person 
injured by a newspaper article has two difficulties to con- 
tend with before he can obtain redress, He must first 
ascertain who is the proprictor of the paper, and then he 
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must obtain legal evidence of the fact. The printer whose 
name appears on the paper is often a man of insufficient 
means, and therefore not a person to sue for damages, and 
he is not the proper person against whom criminal proceed- 
ings should be directed. Two very notable instances of 
this inconvenience have recently occurred, which it is un- 
necessary to refer to here. 

The council thought it proper to address a communication 
to the Secretary of State for the Home Department on the 
subject, and he has informed the eouncil that the matter 
has been referred to the Attorney-General. 


Law Reportine. 

The members will recollect that this society made an ad- 
vance of £142 17s. towards the preliminary expenses of 
organising and carrying into effect the new system of 
reporting. 

In February last, a communication was received from the 
Council of Law Reporting, inquiring whether the society 
regarded this advance as an existing debt, which they 
required to be reimbursed. The council having taken the 
subject into consideration, informed the Council of Law 
Reporting, that at the time of the advance, the council 
certainly did anticipate repayment, but that they were 
willing to accept the suggestion made by the Council of 
Law Reporting, that as the amount had been spent in the 
interests of the profession, and for a public object, this 
society would not require its repayment. It may be men- 
tioned that the societies of the Inner and Middle Temples 
and Lincoln’s Inn made similar loans, and that they, in like 
manner, have released them, in order to facilitate the 
operations of the Council of Law Reporting. 


MATTERS RELATING TO ATTORNEYS. 

The council regret that there has been no diminution in 
number of communications made to this society regarding 
the misconduct of attorneys and solicitors. One of the 
cases in which it was found necessary to apply to the court, 
seems to require special notice. The Court of Common 
Pleas made a rule absolute to strike the name of the 
attorney off the roll after a lengthened inquiry before the 
Master, who found that the attorney had been 
in the habit of entering most extensively into open 
contracts for the purchase of land fraudently, and 
with no bond fide intention to complete them, but with a 
view to extort money from the vendors, by raising difficulties 
which they would be unable to remove. 


contracts, in order that he might afterwards obtain compen- 
sation for their non-fulfilment. The Master also found that 
in some of the cases referred to him the steps taken by the 


attorney were in pursuance of a systematic course of fraud, | 
and that the objections raised were either wholly untenable, | 


or purely technical, and not raised for any bond fide 
object. 


The council have, with a view of protecting the public | 


and the profession, taken great pains in bringing this 
matter to the notice of the Court, and they trust that the 
publicity given to it by the press will prevent future 
attempts of a similar character from being successful. 

Since the last annual meting the names of six other 
attorneys have been removed from the roll at the instance 
of the society, and of the applications of four attorneys for 
restoration to the roll, three have been successfully opposed. 
The council have also, in discharge of their duty, opposed 
numerous applications for the renewal of certificates to 
practise, and in many instances substantial fines have been 
imposed. 

Usaces ov Tue Proression, 

The council have given their opinion upon the following 
questions since the issue of their last report, viz. :— 

Costs of filing a certificate of acknowledgment, and 
affidavit, and taining office copy certificate ; as to dis- 
closing a defect in a title under special circumstances; pre- 
paration and delivery of abstract of title of mortgage 
policies ; mortgage costs; costs of lease and counterpart 
(local custom) ; as to usual covenants and provisoes in a 
lease ; costs of perusal, examination, and execution of a 
deed of covenant under a particular condition of sale ; costs 
of deed of indemnity. 


Lectures aNp CLAsers. 
The number of subscribers to the lectures was 210 and 
to the classes 75, being, in both instances, a material increase. 





The attorney | 
adopted a settled form of correspondence calculated to draw | 
persons not well versed in sueh matters into unconditional | 





The names of the lecturers and readers are— 
Mr. Howard W. Elphinstone, of Lincoln’s Inn—Convey. 
ancing and the Law of Real Property. 

Mr. Fitzroy Kelly, of Lincoln’s Inn—Equity. 

Mr. H. M. Bompas, of the Inner Temple—Common 
Law and Mercantile Law. 


Tue Pretiminary, INTERMEDIATE, AND Fina Examina. 
TIONS. 

The result of the examinations is as follows :— 

Preliminary Examination.—In July, 1869, 111 candidates 
passed, and 38 were postponed; in October, 205 passed, and 
51 were postponed; in February 1870, 217 passed, and 4] 
were postponed ; and in May last, 182 passed, and 44 were 
postponed. 

Intermediate Examination—In Michaelmas Term 1869, 
161 candidates passed, and 24 were postponed; in Hilary 
Term 1870, 138 passed, and 17 were postponed; in Easter 
Term, 153 passed, and 14 were postponed; and in Trinity 
Term 119 passed, and 32 were postponed. 

Final Ex nination.—In Michaelmas Term 1869, 113 can. 
didates passed, and 7 were postponed; in Hilary Term, 
1870, 99 passed, and 16 were postponed ; in Easter Term, 94 
passed, and 12 were postponed ; and in Trinity Term 153 
passed, and 12 were postponed. 


AFFAIRS OF THE Soclery. 

The council are happy to inform the members that the 
alterations in, and additions to the building are now com. 
plete, and that it will no longer be necessary to deprive the 
members of the use of the hall during the numerous exami- 
nations which take place every year. A very handsome and 
commodious hall is now provided for examinations and lec 
tures, and for any other purpose which may be thought ex- 
pedient. The works have been very satisfactorily completed 
under the superintendence of Mr. P. C. Hardwick, and the 
additional accommodation may be described as follows :— 

The basement, in addition to certain offices appropriated 
to the club, comprises about forty strong rooms : these are 
fire-proof rooms, similar to those in the basement of the old 
building. 

The ground floor is occupied by the club, and it consists 
ofa new coffee room, in substitution for that which has been 
removed ; a drawing room and a smoking room ; also a still 
room, and other necessary accommodation. Access can be 
obtained to these rooms from the entrance in Bell-yard, 
which has been very considerably enlarged and otherwise 
improved, as well as from the old hall. Almost the whole 
of the first floor of the new building is occupied by the 
new hall, capable vf accommodating about 200 students, in 
a much more convenient manner than hitherto. There is 
also a private room for the examiners. The new hall is 
approached by a separate staircase from Carey-street. ‘There 
is also an entrance on the staircase which leads up from 
Bell-yard. 

The second floor comprises apartments for the resident 
clerk, and rooms for the deposit of the society’s papers. 

The council having, at the special general meeting of 
the members in February, 1869, obtained the approval of 
the society to the proposed additions and improvements, 
have now great pleasure in reporting their satisfactory com- 
pletion. 

482 volumes have been added to the library by donations 
and purchases since the last general meeting. 

The donations of books have been made by the corporation 
of London and the following gentlomen :—J. M. Daven- 
ate. ~~ J. F. Pattison, Esq., Messrs. Bower and Cotton, 

. Rae, Hsq., Messrs. Triibner, Rt. Hon. E. Hammond, J. 


H. Hearn, Esq., B. Harcourt, Esq., C. M. Clode, Esq., 8. 
E. Donne, Esq., C. H. Collette, Esq., H. J. Castle, Esq, 
H. Young, Esq., A. Heales, Esq, T. M. Dempsey, Esy,, 


J. T. Treherne, Esq., F. R. Parker, Esq., F. R. Syms, Esq. 

Prints of some of the local and personal, and private Acts 
of Parliament passed in the session of 1869, have been 
presented by the parliamentary agents, and the residue have 
been purchased, 

The Colonial Office and India Board have continued to supe 
ply prints of the Acts passed in the colonies and Indian 
presidencies. 

The council have, at the request of the members, con- 
sidered a system of convenient reference to the catalogue, 
whereby the ee of the books on the shelves can be as 
certained. They have adopted the system which they con- 
sider most convenient, and if it should be found to work wel! 
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it will be continued. The numbers now on the shelves are 
no doubt unsightly, but they are merely affixed for tempo- 


The council have to announce with me my regret. four 
vacancies on their board, three occasioned the death of 
their Righly_sctoomed colleagues, Mr. Edward Savage 
Bailey, Mr. William Sharpe, and Mr. Robert Wilson, and 
one by the resignation of Mr. Joseph Maynard on his retire- 
ment from the profession, of which he has long been an emi- 
nent member. 

Mr. Bailey and Mr. Sharpe were both members of the 
council for many years; both in their turn have undertaken 
the office of president. Mr. Bailey’s excellent management 
as Chairman of the Finance Committee for a long period 
has entitled him to the — recollection of the society, 
and his kind and amiable disposition will long remain in 
the remembrance of those who had the advantage of his ac- 
quaintance. ‘ 

Mr. Sharpe represented a large agency office in London; he 
was always a staunch supporter of the interests of the pro- 
fession, and devoted himself most laboriously to the duties 
which devolved on him. 

Mr. Robert Wilson was a member of the council fora short 
time only, but his loss is much to be deplored, as his high 
legal attainments gave great weight to his opinions on the 
council. It had been hoped that temporary relaxation from 
severe professional labours would have restored Mr. Wilson 
tohealth, and his friends were scarcely prepared for the sad 
announcement of his death. 

Mr. Maynard, notwithstanding his numerous important 
professioral engagements, zealously discharged all the 
duties of president during his year of office; and 
though unable to give his regular attendance at the meet- 
ings of the council, he was always ready to place at the dis- 
posal of his colleagues the results of his large experience and 
sound judgment. 

The number of members of the society has now reached 
2,379—viz., 1,746 residing in town, and 633 in the country, 
being an increase of 147 since the last annual meeting. 

The auditor's report is open for the inspection of the 
members. 

SOLICITORS BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 
The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of 





this association was held at the Law Institution, Chancery- | 


lane, London, on Wednesday last, the 3rd inst. ; Mr. Shaen 
in the chair. The other directors present were Messrs. 
Field, Hedger, Rickman, and Smith. (Mr. Eiffe, secretary). 

Grants of assistance, amounting in the whole to the sum 
of £70, were made to several necessitous cases, and a sum 
of £300 was ordered to be added to the invested capital. 

The ensuing autumn general meeting of the association 
was appointed to be held at Bristol on the 12th of October 
next, and other general business was transacted. 


SOCIAL SCIENCE CONGRESS. 

The preparations for the annual congress at Newcastle- 
on-Tyne on the 21st of September next are progressing 
satisfactorily. The special questions for discussion have been 
selected, and in the jurisprudence department are as 
follows :— 

Municiran Law SEcTION. 

1, Ought railway companies to be liable to an unlimited 
extent for the acts of their servants, and is it desirable to 
impose any check on fraudulent claims ? 

_, 2+ Is it desirable to establish tribunals of commerce, and 
if so, with what powers ? 

_ 3. Would the local administration of criminal justice be 
improved by the appointment of additional stipendiary 
magistrates, and the enlargement of the jurisdiction of 
quarter and petty sessions ? 


REPRESSION OF CRIME SECTION. 

_1. In what manner may the provisions of the Habitual 
Criminal Act and its administration be improved 

2. Is the working of the Prisons Act, 1866, satisfactory, 
specially with reference to productive prison labour ? 

8. What measures may be adopted with a view to the 
Yepression of habitual drunkenness ? 

he President of the association is His Grace the Duke 

of Northumberland, and the President of the Jurisprudence 
Department the Hon, Lord Neaves, one of the Judges of 
the Scotch Court of Sessions. The Vice-Presidents of the 








departments are Joseph Brown, +» Q.C.; Mr. Serjeant 
Cox, Deputy Assistant Judge of Middlesex, Recorder of 
Portsmouth ; The Right Hon. T. E. Headlam, Q.C., M.P.; 
Robert Ingham, Esq., Q.C.; and W. Digby Seymour, Esq., 
Q.C., Recorder of Newcastle. Sir Walter Crofton, CK, 
will preside over the Repression of Crime Section. The 
question of the relations between England and her colonies 
it is expected will be again discussed. The presidents of 
the other departments are :—Education, Dr. Lyon Playfair, 
C.B., M.P. ; Health, Robert Rawlinson, Esq., C.E., O.B. ; 
and Economy and Trade, Sir William Armstrong, C.B., 
F.R.S. The local arrangements for the Congress augur a 
large and influential gathering. 








THE TWENTY-FOURTH REPORT OF THE 
LUNACY COMMISSION. 

The Commissioners in Lunacy have presented to the Lord 
Chancellor their Twenty-fourth Report, which, in conse- 
quence of the disclosures made during the year with regard 
to the treatment of the insane, will be read with an unusual 
degree of interest. It records five cases of death from 
fractured ribs, in one of which the injuries were inflicted in 
the Chorlton Workhouse; four cases of fatal scalding by 
baths—two in asylums, two in workhouses; three cases of 
suicide in asylums from gross neglect; and two cases of 
serious assault by asylum attendants (one producing 
fractured ribs) that did not terminate fatally. In the fatal 
cases of rib fracture, the nature of the injury seems only to 
have been discovered in some almost fortuitous way ; and 
the details that are given cannot fail to excite suspicion 
that such injuries might easily escape notice altogether. 
About their causes there can be no doubt. The Commis- 
sioners do not even refer to the fragility hypothesis ; and 
speak plainly enough about the consequences of. overgrown 
asylums, of paucity of attendants, and of inadequate 
supervision. ‘They also place on record that, during the 
year 1869, out of 88 male attendants dismissed from 
various asylums, 35 were dismissed for assaults upon 
patients; and that 11 out of 34 female attendants were 
dismissed for violence or rough usage. And they dwell, with 
perfect propriety and with much force, upon the innumer- 
able small miseries, short of broken bones but perhaps far 
less tolerable, that a brutal attendant may inflict, day after 
day and hour after hour, upon the helpless creatures under 
his charge. 

We gather further from the volume that the duty of the 
Lunacy Commissioners is mainly to enable themselves to 
say gracefully ‘‘ We told you so!” whenever the public 
mind has been stirred by any unusual catastrophe. The 
catastrophe must be a natural result of the defective arrange- 
ments of the —— Asylum ; arrangements which had been 
described and commented upon in the twelfth or the six- 
teenth report, but which the visiting justices had declined 
to modify. The law which requires the Commissioners to 
investigate and report as to matters affecting the manage- 
ment of county asylums has invested them with no 
authority to enforce their views. Ifa small offender is to 
be trounced, if a nurse who has already been well scolded is 
to be dismissed, or if a poor woman who has boarded a lu- 
natic is to be compelled to insert abject apologies in news- 
papers as the price of her exemption from utter ruin, then 
the Commissioners are as prompt as was Mr. Bumble with 
his cane. If a county magistrate looms upon the horizon, or 
even as much as a poor-law guardian, Bumble is replaced 
by Dogberry, and the offender is let go. We have lately 
referred to the very common practice of conveying insane 
paupers toa workhouse in the first instance, and from thence 
to an asylum. The Commissioners speak of this course as 
being a systematic disregard of the lunacy laws; and 
they must know, as everybody knows, that it is fol- 
lowed for the purpose of depriving union medical 
officers of the certificate fees that should rightly come to 
them. But the Commissioners have never attempted 
to punish anybody for this disregard of law, although, 
in the present report, they mention having ordered 
proceedings to be taken against an unfortunate relieving 
officer who did not do until the sixth day what he 
ought to have done on or before the fourth. The prompt 
punishment of faulty subordinates is perfectly right in 
principle, when it forms part of a system of even-handed 
justice that knows no distinction of persons, It becomes 
petty persecution when it is enforced by a board that allows 
the gravest evils to proceed unchecked, on the pitiful plea 
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of insufficient powers, and makes no demand for increased 
powers except by a perfunctory report, buried from the ken 
of ordinary mortals in the pages of a Blue-book. That 
further powers will ever be entrusted to the present Com- 
mission is not probable ; but there could be no objection to 
their being entrusted to a Secretary of State, or, better still, 
to the Medical Department of the Privy Council. Half 
the mischiefs that now exist in asylums would be removed 
by authorising the Government to override the crotchets of 
justices, to decide the proportion that medical officers and 
nurses should bear to lunatics, and generally to apply the 
results of wide observation and long experience to the con- 
trol of unexpected eccentricities of management. At St. 
Luke’s the resident medical authority is on many points 
subordinate to the matron or steward. At the Suffolk 
Asylum there are no properly qualified night attendants. 
At the Nottingham Asylum there are no post-mortem 
examinations. Such are some of the things that are now 
placidly recounted under the signature of Lord Shaftes- 
bury, and that will be changed whenever the lunacy 
board displays any proper appreciation of the scope of its 
most responsible duties, or whenever it succeeds in winning, 
even partially, the confidence of Parliament and of the 
country. But, as Garrick said of the preachers, it has 
hitherto been occupied in uttering truth as if it were 
fiction. It has the advantage of a chairman who is 
& peer, a practised debater and parliamentary tactician, 
and who has introduced or aided many wise and useful 
measures. It includes also a member of the Lower House; 
and hence its opinions and its experience could be 
set before the country with a force and a directness that 
would ensure their being translated into laws. With these 
advantages under their hands, we trust that Lord Shaftes- 
bury and his colleagues will bestir themelves; and that 
they will not again be compelled to compose a report that 
is, in almost every line, a miserable evidence of their own 
timidity or inefficiency.—Lancet. 








COURT PAPERS. 


CHANCERY VACATION NOTICE. 
During the vacation all applications to the Court of Chan- 


cery which are of an urgent nature are to be made to or at 
the chambers of the Vice-Chancellor Bacon. 

All applications «x parte are to be sent to the Vice-Chan- 
cellor Bacon, by book-post or parcel pre-paid, accompanied 
with the brief of counsel, endorsed with the terms of the 
order applied for, and an envelope capable of receiving the 
papers to be returned, with sufficient stamps affixed thereon, 
and addressed as follows :—‘‘ To the Registrar in Vacation, 
Chancery Registrars’ Office, Chancery-lane, London, W.C.” 

On application for injanctions or writs of Ne exzat Regno, 
there must be sent, in addition to the above, a copy of the 
bill, a certificate of bill filed, and office copies of the affi- 
davits in support of the application. 

The papers sent to the Vice-Chancellor with any order 
his Honour may make thereon will be returned direct to 
the registrar. 

All applications for leave to give notice of motion only 
may be made to the Chief Clerk at chambers. 

The Vice-Chancellor’s address can be obtained on appli- 
cation at his Honour’s chambers, 11, New-square, Lincoln’s- 
inn. 


CHANCERY JUDGES’ CHAMBERS. 

Daring the vacation until farther notice all applications 
which are necessary to be made at the judges’ chambers are 
to be made at the chambers of the Vice-Chancellor Bacon. 

Parti.s desiring to make any urgent special application 
to the court during the vacation are to apply at the said 
chambers for an appointment. 

The chambers of the Vice-Chancellor Bacon will be open 
on Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday in each 
week from cleven till one o’clock. 

The vacation will commence on the 10th of August, and 
terminate on the 28th of October, both days inclusive. 
COLONY OF NATAL—APPEALS TO THE PRIVY 

COUNCIL. 
Oxper in Councit, 

Whereas it is expedient to make provision for appeals 

from Her Majesty's Supreme Court of the Colony of Natal 





a 
to her Majesty in council: it is therefore ordered by the 
Queen’s Most Excellent Majesty, by and with the advice of 
her Privy Council, as follows :— : 

It shall and may be lawful for any person or p 
being a party or parties to any civil suit or action depenj. 
ing in the said Supreme Court of the Colony of Natal 
appeal to her Majesty, her heirs and successors, in her g 
their Privy Council, against any final judgment, decree, o 
sentence of the said court, or against any rule or ordg 
made in any such vivil suit or action having the effect of , 
final or definitive sentence, and which appeals shall be mag, 
subject to the rules, regulations, and limitations following 
that is to say :— / 

1, Such judgment, decree, order, or sentence shall }, 
given or pronounced for or in respect of a sum or matter g 
issue above the amount of £500 sterling, or shall involye, 
directly or indirectly, the title to property or to some ciyj] 
right amounting to or of the value of £500 sterling, 

2. The person or persons feeling aggrieved by such judg. 
ment, decree, order, or sentence, shall, within fourteen days 
next after the same shall have been pronounced, made, or 
given, apply to the said Supreme Court for leave to appeal 
therefrom to her Majesty, her heirs, and successors, in her 
or their Privy Council. 

3. If such leave to appeal shall be prayed by the party or 
parties who is or are adjudged to pay any sum of money or 
to perform any duty, the court shall direct that the judg. 
ment, decree, or sentence appealed from shall be carried 
into execution, if the party or parties respondent shall giye 
security for the immediate performance of any judgment or 
sentence which may be pronounced or made by her Majesty, 
her heirs and successors, in her or their Privy Council, upon 
any appeal, and until such security be given, the execution 
of the judgment, decree, order, or sentence appealed from 
shall be stayed. 

4. Provided nevertheless, that ifthe party or parties 
appellant shall establish to the satisfaction of the said 
Supreme Court that real and substantial justice requires 
that, pending such appeal, execution should be stayed, it 
shall be lawful for such Supreme Court to order the execu 
tion of such judgment, decree, order or sentence to be sus 
pended pending such appeal, if the party or parties appellant 
shall give security for the immediate performance of any 
judgment or sentence which may be pronounced or made by 
her Majesty, her heirs and successors, in her or their Privy 
Council, upon any such appeal. 

5. In all cases security shall also be given by the party 
or parties appellant for the prosecution of the appeal, and 
for the payment of all such costs as may be awarded by her 
Majesty, her heirs and successors, to the party or parties 
respondent. 

6. The said Supreme Court shall, subject to the conditions 
hereinafter mentioned, determine the nature, amount, and 
sufficiency of the several securities so to be taken as afore- 
said. 

7. Provided, nevertheless, that in any case where the sub- 
ject of litigation should consist of immovable property, and 
the judgment, decree, order, or sentence, appealed from shall 
not change, affect, or relate to the actual occupation thereof, 
no security shall be demanded either from the party or par 
ties respondent or from the party or parties appellant for 
the performance of the judgment or sentence to be pronounced 
or made upon such appeal; but if such judgment, decree, 
order or sentence shall change, affect, or relate to the oc 
cupation of any such property, then such security shall no 
be of greater amount than may be necessary to secure the 
restitution, free from all damage or loss of such property, ot 
of the intermediate profit which, pending any such appeal, 
may probably accrue from the intermediate occupation 
thereof. 

8, In any case where the subject of litigation shall com 
sist of money or other chattels, or of any personal debt o 
demand, the security to be demanded either from the 
party or parties respondent, or from the party @ 
parties appellant, for the performance of the judg 
ment or sentence to be pronounced or made upon sach 
appeal, shall bo either a bond to be entored into in 
amount or value of such subject of litigation by one # 
more sufficient surety or suretios, or such security shall be 
given by way of mortgage or voluntary condemnation of @ 
upon some immovable property situate and being withia 
such settlement, and being of the full value of such 
ject of litigation over and above the amount of all moth 
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gages and charges of whatever nature upon or affecting the 


@. 
= The security to be given by the party or parties 
appellant for the prosecution of the appeal and for the 
payment of costs shall in no case exceed the sumn of £500 
sterling; and shall be given either by such surety or 
sureties, - by such mortgage or voluntary condemnation 

aforesaid. 

10. If the security to be given by the party or parties 
appellant for the prosecution of the appeal and for the pay- 
ment of such costs as may be awarded, shall in manner 
aforesaid be completed within three months from the date 
of the petition for leave to appeal, then, and not otherwise, 
the said Supreme Court shall make an order allowing such 
appeal, and the party or parties appellant shall be at liberty 
to prefer and prosecute his, her, or their appeal to her 
Majesty, her heirs and successors, in her or their Privy 
Council, in such manner and under such rules as are 
observed in appeals made to her Majesty in Council from 
the plantations or colonies. 

11. Provided, nevertheless, that any person or persons 
feeling aggrieved by any order which may be made by, or 
by any proceedings of the said Supreme Court, respecting 
the security to be taken upon any such appeal as aforesaid, 
shall be and is hereby authorised by petition to her Ma- 
jesty, her heirs and successors, in Council, to apply for 
redress in the premises. 

Provided always, and it is hereby further ordered, that 
nothing herein contained doth or shall extend, or be con- 
strued to extend, to take away or abridge the undoubted 
right or authority of her Majesty, her heirs and succes- 
sors, to admit and receive any appeal from any judg- 
ment, decree, sentence, or order of the said Supreme Court 
on the humble petition of any person or persons aggrieved 
thereby, in any case in which, and subject to any con- 
ditions or restrictions upon and under which it may seem 
meet to her Majesty, her heirs and successors, so to admit 
and receive any such appeal. 

In all cases of appeal allowed by the said Supreme Court, 


or by ber Majesty, her heirs and successors, such court ° 


shall, on the application and at the costs of the party or 
apd appellant, certify and transmit to her Majesty, her 

eirs and successors, in her or their Privy Council, a true 
and exact copy of all proceedings, evidence, judge’s notes of 
evidence, and judge’s reasons, judgments, decrees, and orders 
had or made in such causes so appealed, so far as the same 
have relation to the matter of appeal, such copies to be certi- 
fied under the seal of the said court. 

The said Supreme Court shall, in all cases of appeal to 
her Majesty, her heirs and successors, execute and carry 
into immediate effect such judgments and orders as her 
Majesty, her heirs, and successors, shall make thereupon in 
such manner as any original judgment or decree of the said 
court can or may be executed. 

And the Right Honourable the Earl of Kimberley, one 
of her Majesty’s principal Secretaries of State, is to give tho 
necessary directions herein accordingly. 

July 19, 1870. 


NORWICH ELECTION PETITION. 
Stevens, Petitioner; Tillett, Respondent. 

A petition from Norwich was presented on Wednesday at 
the Common Pleas Rule Office against the return of Mr. 
Tillett. 

The petition, which is unusually long, alleges that the 
respondent is disqualified from serving in the present Par- 


liament, on the ground of his having been guilty, both at | 


the general election of 1866 and at the last election in July, 
1870, of bribery, treating, and undue influence, and prays 
that Mr. Walter John Huddleston be declared duly elected. 

Agents for the petitioner, Messrs. Whites, Renard & Floyd, 
28, Budge-row, Cannon-street, E.C. 





Association or AVERAGE ApJuSTERS.—An association of 
Average Adjusters of London has recently been formed, with a 
view to the arbitration and examination of claims. A court for 
the solution of questions affecting marine insurance was estab- 
lished in the reign of Queen Elizabeth, under the name of the 
Court of Policies, but it soon fell into disuse. The want of an 
Association of the kind has long been felt, and urged on the mom - 
bers of the profession of adjusters. Tho present chamber con- 
tains some of the features of a tribunal of commerce, such as 
oxists in most foreign commercial cities. — Post Magazine. 











PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
Last Quotation, Aug. 5, (870. 

From the Official List of the actual business transacte 2.3 
3 per Cent. Consols, 89} Annuities, April, ’85 
Ditto for Account, Sept. 7, 893 Do. (Red Sea T.) Ang. 1903 
3 per Cent. Reduced 89} Ex Bills, £1000, — par Ct. 5 pm 
New 3 per Cent., 89} Ditto, £500, Do —5 pm 
Do. 34 per Cent., Jan, 794 Ditto, £100 & £200,—5pm 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. 794 Bank of England Stock, 44 per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. 73 Ct. (last half-year) 233 
Annuities, Jan. 780 — Ditto for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 
(ndia Stk., 10} p Ct.Apr.’74, 203 Ind. Enf. Pr., 5 p C., Jan.’72 106 
Ditto for Account Ditto, 54 per Cent., May,’79 1094 
Ditto 5 per Cent.,July,’80 1074 Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — April, ’64— 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. ’88 100 Do. Do ,5 per Cent., Aug. °73 104 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 4 por Ct., £1000 24 pm 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent.93 | Ditto, ditto, ander £1000,- 24 pm 


RAILWAY STOCK. 





Shres., Railways. | Closing prices 
! ————e 

Stock | Bristol and Exeter ......cccccessessssseseecseaee 

CUOGE | Cent iho. os nceccc cnn ccesee cseccees sis 7@ 

Stock | Glasgow and South-Western .......e0000 117 

Stock | Great Eastern Ordinary Stock , 

Stock Do., East Anglian Stock, No 

Stock} Great Northern ...... di 

Stock Te Re SOOP: sincce cacttnigtinbinieicien 

Stock | Great Southern and Western of Ireland, 

Stock | Great Western—Original ..........c0.eseeeee 

Stock} Lancashire and Yorkshire 2..........cccesee) 

Stock | London, Brighton, and South Coast......| 

Stock | London, Chatham, and Dovery,........cc0+e0! 

Stock | London and North-Western 

Stock | London and South-Western ...., 

Stock | Manchester, Shetfield, and Lincoln.. 

Stock | Metropolitan........seseceeseeceesseseess 

cet Re REE ES, 

Stock; Do., Birmingham and Derby 

Stock | North British .. 

Stock | North London .. 

Stock | North Staffordshire. 

Stock | South Devon os... 

Stock | South-Eastern ., 

Stock | Taff Vale........ aaneabenii 











* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. has been paid to a 


Money MARKET AND City INTELLIGENCE. 

Since our last issue the Bank rate of discount has mounted to 
6 per cent. and thediscount de mand has diminished. As the rais- 
ing of the rate was not immed iately preceded by any very large 
gold withdrawal, it is surmised that the rate has been raised 
protectively against some anticipated contingency as yet unap- 
prehended by the public. In the markets there is simply n0- 
thing doing. The forced realisations are now pretty well over, 
and the public remain awaiting the future, declining either to 
sell or buy for the present. 

At the half-yearly meeting of the London and County Bank 
held on Thursday the usual dividend of 6 per cent., witha 
bonus of 2} per cent. for the half-year, equal to 17 per cent. 
per annum, was declared. The net profits for the half-year 
amounted to £83,285, leaving £7,181 to be carried forward to 
the new account. 

New York Lire Insurance Company.—This company, 
one of the most prominent A merican offices, was incorporated by 
special act of the Legislature of New York, in 1843, and com- 
menced business in 1845, and is purely mutual, the entire profits 
being divided annually among the policyholders only. The 
assured thereby obtain insurance at actual cost, none of the 


| profits being taken from them and paid to owners of stock. The 


great progress of the company practically proves the success of 
this lam The company has insured 73,000 persons, — 
£1,152,000 losses, and also £1,000,000 in cash bonuses ; and had 
January Ist, 1870, a cash surplus of £334,149 over all liabilities. 
With regard to New York Insurance Laws the prospectus 
states :—* The Insurance Laws of the State of New York are 
very strict. By them this company is required to submit to a 
rigid supervision and examination of all its affairs, and to make 
sworn statements annually to the superintendent of the insur- 
ance department, of its assets, liabilities, income and disburse- 
ments, in complete detail; also to undergo a personal examina~ 
tion by the insurance superintendent as a verification. Thus 
every possible safeguard is thrown around the affairs of the 
company, and offering a guarantee as to security and solvency 
not given by the insuranco companies of any other country. 
The company has opened an office in Paris and London, 


Tun New Courts or Justics.—The expenditure upon the 
new Courts of Justice up to the Sist of March, 1870, slightly 
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exceeded £900,000, from which must be deducted about £10,0 00 
for the proceeds of the sale of old materials. This expenditu re 
was for the purchase of the site, with incidental and prelim in- 
ary expenses. At present the statutory limit of expenditure for 
the erection of the new courts and offices stands at £750,000 .— 
Times. 

Tue Lone VacaTion.—On Wednesday next the long vaca- 
tion commences, and will continue to the 24th of October. Vice- 
Chancellor Bacon will be the Chancery vacation judge for the 
current year. Mr. Justice Montague Smith is at present attend - 
ing at the common law judges’ chambers, but will be relieved as 
soon as some of the circuits are over. He is on the rotafor_the 
next sessions of the Central Criminal Court. Either Mr. J us- 
tice Lush or Mr. Justice Brett will be the common law long 
vacation judge in town. 

The Hon. James Kernan, Q.C., entered on his duties as a 
Judge of the High Court of Judicature at Madras on the 2nd of 
June. 








ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
Aug. 2.—By Messrs. D. Smitu, Son, & OAKLEY. 

Six leasehold houses, situate in Vauxhall Bridge-road, held for 
54 years, at a ground rent of £84 per annum, estimated rentul 
£340. Sold £3,600. 

By Messrs. DRIVER. 

The freehold domain known as the Aber-Hirnant Estate, situ- 
ate in the parish of Llanfawr, Merionethshire, containing 
about 11,060 acres, with mansion, farms, &c. Sold £55,500. 

Freehold estate, known as the Rectory Farm, being Lot 4 of 
the Shotover and Wheatley Estates, situate in the parishes of 
Shotover, Forest-hill, and Wheatley, and within five miles of 
Oxford, comprising 247 acres. Sold £14,000. 

Freehold residence, situate at No. 29, Spring-gardens, S.W. 
estimated rental £250 perannum. Sold £3,050. 

By Messrs. DEBENHAM, TEwsoN, & FARMER. 

Leasehold public-house, known as the Hornsey Wood Tavern, 
situate in the Seven Sisters’-road, N., term 92} years, at a 
ground-rent of £16. Sold £3,506. 

A detached freehold residence in the parish of Loughton, Essex, 
let at £35 per annum. Sold £550. 

A detached freehold residence, near the above. Sold £600. 


_—' plot adjoining the above, containing 2r. 1lp. Sold 
160. 


An allotment of land situate near the above, containing 3a. Ir. 
20p. Sold £260. 
Aug. 3.—By Messrs. TYrerMAN & WHITCOMBE. 


4a. 3r. 25p. of freehold building land, situate at Buckhurst-hill, | 


Solid £3,020. 

Messrs. Fox & Bovsrie.p. 

Plot of frechold building land, situate at Hamptead, and known 
as the Mount Grove Estate; lot 6, sold £700; lot 12, sold 
= lot 21, sold £300; lot 24, sold £250; and lot 28, sold 

386) 


Essex. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
Rostrons—On Aug 3, at Beddington, the wife of Simpson 
Rostron, Esq., barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 
MARRIAGES, 
Hesstey—Burney—On July 28, at Wavendon, Bucks, 
Charles Ernest Hensley, M.A., of the Inner Temple, barrister- 
at-law, to Emily Isabella Christina Burney, daughter of the 
Rev. Henry Burney, rector of Wavendon. 
Hicerss—Weicut—On Aug 2, at St. John’s, Mansfield, 
Clement Higgins, Esq., &.A., Inner Temple, London, to 
Augusta Mary, only child of the late Richard Wright, Esq., 
West Bank House, Mansfield. . 
Sacnpers--Ginson—On July 28, at St. Saviour’s Church, 
South Hampstead, Albert Saunders, solicitor, of Bennet’s- 
hill, Doctors'-commons, and Moss Hall-grove, Finchley, to 
Lucretia, eldest daughter of Joseph Gibson, Esq., of Fellow’s- 
road, South Hampstead. 
DEATHS. 
Puitiey—On Thursday, July 28, at Grosvenor Lodge, Edmon- 
ton, Janet Matilda, the beloved wife of William Pulley, soli- 
citor, in the 4ist year of her age. 


LON DON GAZETTES. 
Minding up of Hotnt-stock Companies. 
Liuiten iw Caanceny 
Torsoay, Aug. 2, 1875. 
Lisburne Consols Silver Lead Mining Company (Limited).—Vice-Chan- 
celior Bacon waa, vy an order dated July 24, ordered that the above 
cormyny bs wound ap. Moyes, Broad Sanctuary, Westminster, soli- 
Citor fox the petitioner 








Santa Clara Silver Lead Mining Company (Limited).—Vice- 

Bacon has, by an order dated July 23, ordered that the above 
pany be wound up. Noyes, Broad Sanctuary, Westminster, solicitor 
for the petitioner. 

Sombrero Phosphate Company (Limited).—Vice Chancellor Malins hag, 
by an order dated July 4, appointed Henry Chatteris, of Gresham. 
buildings, to be official liquidator. Creditors are required, on or 
before Sept 15, to send their names and addresses, and the particularg 
of their debts or claims, to the above. Friday Nov. 4, at 12, is ap. 
pointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims, 

Southampton Imperial Hotel Company (Limited).—The Master of the 
Rolls has, by an order dated June 17, appointed Augustus Browne, 
of 2, Westminster Chambers, Victoria-street, to be official liquidator, 

Vale of Rheidol Silver Lead Mining Company (Limited).—Vice-Chan. 
cellor Bacon has, by an order dated July 23, ordered that the above 
company be wound up. Noyes, Broad Sanctuary, Westminster, soli- 
citor for the petitioner. 

Crevitors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, July 29, 1870. 

Homfray, Hy Revel, Stradishall, Suffolk, Esq. Oct 10. Homfray 
Homfray, V.C. Stuart. Paterson & Co, Chancery-lane. 

Rhys, Eliz, Cowbridge, Glamorgan. Oct 10. Llewellyn v David, V.C, 
Malins. Stockwood, Cowbridge. 

Tall, Esther, Clifton-rd East, St John’s-wood, Spinster, Sept 1. White » 
Tomlin, V.C. Malins. Pain, Marylebone-rd. 

Thompson, Michael, Lancaster, Gent. Ang 23, Thompson v Fisher, 
V.C. Bacon. Maxted & Gibson, Lancaster. 

Wakerill, Eliz, Maidenhead, Berks, Widow. Oct 10. Jordon v Poulton, 
V.C. Stuart, Poulton, Bristol. 

Next of Kin. 

Crundall, Arthur, Mary Crundall, Sarah Crundall, & Richard Moodey. 
Nov 15. Palmer v Capel, M.R. 

Howarth, Jas, Preston, Innkeeper. Aug 23. Howarth v Singleton. 

Turspay, Aug. 2, 1870. 

Bacon, John Robinson, Warnel, Cumberland, Yeoman. Sept 19. Fors. 
ter v Ellesmore, M.R. Saul, Carlisle. 

Benson, John Field, Runcorn, Chester, Draper. Oct 10. Warhurste 
Benson, V.C. Stuart. Davies & Brook, Warrington. 

Bishop, Martha, Lewisham, Kent. Oct 1. Bishop v Blair, V.C. Stuart. 
Fiddey, Harcourt-buildings, Temple. 

Blakely, Alexander Theophilus, Park-lane, Hyde-park. Oct 29. Holy- 
land v Blakely, M.R. Lewis & Co, Old Jewry. 

Casey, John Archibald, Western-villas, Paddington, Artist. Oct 1: 
an & Philpot v Casey, V.C. Stuart. Harrison & Potts, New- inn, 

trand. 

Cale, John Edmund, Carlton-hill, St. John’s-wood, Shipbroker. Oct, 
Humby v Cole, V.C. Stuart, Thomas, St. James’-square, Pall-Mall. 
Deare, George, St. Helier’s, Jersey. Oct 1. Deare v Deare, V.C, 

Stuart. Boys & Tweedies, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 


| Hart, Fredk, South Audley-street, Grosvenor-square, Plumber. Oct 10. 


Hart v Hart, V.C. Stuart. Digby & Co, Clement’s-inn. 
Sander, Geo Bowden, High Holborn, China Warehouseman. Sept 15. 
Sander v Sander, V.C. Malina. Heathfield, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
Vincent, Jas, Upper Studley, Trowbridge, Wilts, Innkeeper. Sept 10. 
Moore v Vincent, M.R. Webber, Trowbridge. 
Walker, Francis, Aldridge-rd-villas, Bayswater, Gent. Sept 15. Wal- 
ker v Walker, V.C. Malins. Rosher, Martin’s-lane. 
Creditors under 22 & 23 Wict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Farway, July 29, 1870. 
Bickford, John Solomon, Tuckingmill, Cornwall, Esq. Oct 31. 


ing, Redruth. 
liss Joseph, Thrup Grounds, Northampton, Farmer. Augl3. Roche 
Sept 7. Row- 


Daventry. 
Sept 6. Yarde, 


Down- 


Castiedine, Wm, Croydon, Surrey, Timber Merchant 
land, Croydon. 

Chappell, Wm, Red Lion-st, Clerkenwell, Carrier. 
Brunswick-sq. 

Cox, Arthur Zachariah, Herongate, nr Brentwood, Essex, Esq. Sept 30, 
Hicks & Son, Gray’s-inn-sq. 

Cox, Mary Ann, Northleach, Gloucestershire, Spinster. Sept 1. Goren. 

Crouchley, Robert, Crowton, Chester, Innkeeper. Oct 1. Green, 
Northwich. 

Dewhurst, Thos, Lancaster, Gent. Oct 1. 

Dowell, Hy, St Swithin’selane, Licensed Victualler. 
Co, Suffolk-lane, Cannon st. 

Evans, Robert, Llangollen, Denbigh, Grocer, 
gollen. 

Ferneybough, Wm, Dérby, Merchant Tailor, 
Derby. 

Fox, Chas Joseph, Torquay, Devon, M.D, Oct 1, 
Bristol. 

Freeman, Nathaniel Wells, Northampton, Auctioneer. 
Northampton. 

Galloway, David, Southsea, Southampton, Retired Captain. 
Edgcombe & Cole, Portsea. 

Harding, Wm Claridge, Thame, Oxford, Esq. Sept 29, Holloway, 
Thame. 

Hood, Sir Wm Chas, Bridewell Hospital, M.D. 
Winchester-at-bldga. 

Johnslin, Charlotte, Bath, Widow. Sept 30, Ricketts, Bath. 

Johnson, Geo, Esmeralda rd, 8t James-rd, Bermondisoy, Builder, Aug 
31. Saffery & Huntley, Tooley-st, London-bridgo. 

Keele, Chas, Kingsdown-rd, Upper Holloway, Kear-Admiral. Sept 6 


Cattell, Bedford-row. 
MeStay, Theresa, Khy), Fiint, Spinster. Kidd & Oo, Newca 
Aug3l, Cave, 


tle-upon-Tyne, 
Byrch, Ever 


Sharp & Son, Lancaster. 
Sept 1. Nash & 


Sept 1. Richards, Lian- 

Sept 1, James Mills, 
Danger & Cartwright, 
Rands, 

Sept 29. 


Sept 1. 


Sept l. Flower, Great 


Sept 16, 


Pascoe, Samuel Augustus, Midgham, Berks, Farmer. 
Newbury. 

Rogers, Chas, Evesham, Worcester, Gardenor, Oct 1. 
ham. 

Skeeles, Jolin Sears, Resendale-villa, West Dulwich, Hat Manufacturer. 
Aug 20, Holmer & Uo, Philpot-lane. 
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| 
Thurston, Joshua, Aldeburgh, Suffolk, Gent. Sept 1. Robins, Basing. 


I-st. 
oaien Silvester, Bushey, Herts, General Dealer. Sept 1. Broughton, 
sbury-8q. 
ay iy Lavender-rd, Battersea, Gent. Sept 21. Chester, New- 
ington-butts. S 
Wakeford, Geo, Havant, Southampton, Gent. Aug 25. Edgcombe & 
Cole, Portsea. 
TurspayY, Aug. 2, 1870. 
Bannister, Joseph, Daventry, Northampton, Farmer. Oct 1. Wil- 
loughby, Daventry. 
Barker, Roger, Dunnington, York, Gent. Sept 12. Parkinson, York. 
, Mary, Sheffield, Spinster. Sept 10. Wake, Sheffield. 
Coultas, John, York, Printer. Sept2, Calvert, York. 


Craven, John Hy, Halifax, York, Gent. Sept. Hill & Smith, Halifax. | 


Davies, Thos, Newadd, Brecon, Esq. Sept 10. Williams, Monmouth. 
Findlay, Mary, Birkdale Lodge, nr Southport, Lancaster, Spinster. 
Sept 30. Bagshaw, Manch, 

Hopkins, Eliz, Oldswinford, Worcester, Spinster. Oct 3. Bernard & 
King, Stourbridge. 

Jackson, Arthur, Ambleside, Westmoreland, Builder. Sept 3. Mosers 
& Co, Ambleside. 


Lloyd, Jas, Showell Green, Worcester, Esq. Sept22. Taylor & Co, | 


Gt James-st, Bedford-row. 

Parry, Right Rev Thos, West Malvern, Worcester, Lord Bishop of Bar- 
bados. Sept 14. Cawley & Whatley, Gt Malvern. 

Raby, Wm Parker Poole, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Attorney. Octl. Whites 
& Co. Budge-row, Cannon-st. 

Taylor, David, Failsworth, Lancaster, Innkeeper. Sept 1. Jones, 
Manch. 

Ward, John, Leeds, Contractor. Sept 10. Payne & Co. Leeds, 

Whitehead, Mark, Manch, Logwood Miller. Octl. Leigh, Manch. 

Whitworth, John, Bristol, Gardener. Sept 15. Brittan & Sons, Bris- 


tol. 
Williams, Wm, Rigos, Glamorgan, Farmer, Aug 20, Kempthorne, | 


Neath. 

Wood, Wm, Macclesfield, “hester, Gent. Aug 27. Wilson, Congleton. 

Worrall, John Mayo, Salford, Lancaster, Dyer. Sept 15. 
Manch. 

Bankrupls 
Fripay, July 29, 1870. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar, 
To Surrender in London. 

Chabord (not Chaborne as in last Gazette), Alphonse, Camden-st, 
Camden Town, Gent. Pet June8. Spring-kics. Aug 8 at 12.30. 

De Perceval, Morrel, Palmerston-bldgs, Merchant. Pet July 26. Pepys. 
Aug 15 at 11. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Bellamy, Wm, Birm, Electro Plater. Pet July 23. Chauntler, 
Aug 9 at 11. 

Broadbent, Robt Wm, Bradford, York, Merchant. Pet July 26, 
son. Bradford, Aug 9 at 12. 

Gleave, Peter Dutton, Lpool, Coach Builder. Pet July 25, 
Lpool, Aug 1) at 2. 

Hodges, Edwin Banks, Bristo), Broker. Pet July 25. Harley, 
Aug 4 at 12. 

Jackson, Wm John, Lpool, H.M.’s 35th Reg. Pet July 23, 
Lpoo!, Aug 10 at 2. 

Jackson, John Thos, Loughborough, Leicester, Corn Merchant. 
July 27. Ingram. Leicester, Aug 13 at 12. 
Richards, Geo, Bristol, out of business. Pet July 22. 
Aug 10 at 2, 

Roe, John Phannel, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Engireer. Pet July 25, Lang- 
ley. Cardiff, Aug 11 at 10, 

Simpson, Edwd, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Clerk. Pet July 27. Mortimer. 
Newcastle, Aug 10 at 11.30, 

oe John, Hereford. Pet July 26. Hereford, Aug 11 


atl. 
Wardle, John, Leeds, out of business. Pet July 27. Marshall. Leeds, 
Aug 9 at li. 


Birm, 


Hime. 
Pet 
Harley, Bristol, 


teynolds. 


TugspaYy, Aug. 2, 1870. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar, 
To Surrender in London. 
Munro, Jas Donald, Temple-st, Whitefriars, Bootmaker. Pet July 26, 
Pepys. Aug 17 at 12. 
Walden, Jas McLean, British-st, Bow-rd, Draper. Pet July 28. Pepys. 
Aug 15 at 11.30. 
Woodman, Jas, Union-st, Southwark, Licenscd Victualler. 
Spring-Rice. Aug 15 atl. 
Wooster, Geo, New-st, Horsleydown, Fish Dealer. Pet July 28, Pepys. 
Aug 15 at 12, 


Pet Aug }. 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Appleton, Wm, Sheffield, Saw Manufacturer, Pet July 28. 
Sheffield, Aug 18 at 1. 

Crosby, Wm Harrison, Scarborough, York, out of business. Pet July 27. 
Woodall, Scarborough, Aug 16 at 2. 

Ee seenees, Lpool, Licensed Victualler. Pet July 28. Hime. Lpool, 

ug 12 at 2, 

Halliday, Geo, King’s Lynn, Draper, Pet July 28. Partridge, King’s 

Lynn, Aug 16 at 12, 
» Peter, Bolton, Lancashire, Manufacturer, Pet July 29, Holden, 

Bolton, Aug 17 at 10, 

tone, Nathan, birm, Jeweller. Pet July 28, Chauntler. Birm, Aug 


Wake. 


McFarland, John, Bradford, York, Comm Agent. Pet July 29. Robin- 
son. Bradford, Aug 19 at 9. 

Moran, Michae!, Birm, Feg Dealer, Pet July 28, Chauntler, Birm, 
Aug 16 at 10 


ry Geo, SheMeld, Plumber, Pet July 2%. Wake, Sheffield, Ang | 


Slater & Co, | 


Robin- 
\ 
Hime. 


Bristol, | 


1 Ray, Wm, Wellington, Somerset, Tailor. Pet July 29. Trenchard. 
Taunton, Aug (2 at 12. 
| Revell, Alfd, Bradford, York, Piece Seeker in. 
radford, Aug 19 at 9. 
Smith, Geo, East Acton, Brickmaker, Pet July 30. Ruston, Brentford, 
Aug 13 at 10. 
Watson, Wm, Willingdon, Sussex, Gent. Pet July 29. Blaker. Lewes, 
Aug 15 at 10, 
Wildsmith, Jas Hy Staples, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Dealer in Arti- 
ficial Manures. Pet July 29. Brown. Wolverhampton, Ang 17 at 12. 
| Williams, Chas, Wolverhampton, Stafford, U pholsterer.” Pet July 29. 
Brown. Wolverhampton, Aug 17 at 12. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, July 29, 1870. 
| Keen, Alfd, St. James’s-place, Plumstead, Deputy Assistant Superin- 
tendent of Stores. July 27. 
Tinkler, Mary, Stamford, Lincoln, Builder. July 21. 
TvuEspay, Aug. 2, 1870. 


Barton, Reginald Wm, Russell-sq. June 15. 

Cotchin, Wm, Luton, Bedford, Flour Factor. July 20. 

Eagles, Wm Ezra, Kingsbury, Bucks, Saddler. July 29. 

| Farrington, Lawrence, Irlam Moss, Manch, Farmer. July 29. 

Faucheux, Toussaint, Charles-st, Mortimer-st, Cavendish-sq, Marble 
Mason. June 1. 

Harris, John, Goldsworthy-pl, Deptford Lower-rd, Rotherhithe, Car- 
penter. July 19. 

Heiestad, Jacob Pederson, Water-lane, Ship Broker. June 5. 

' Figot, yaa Seven Sisters’-rd, Holloway, Licensed Victualler. 

une 23. 

Wigley, Chas, Gate-street, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Leather Hose Manufac- 

turer. June 6. 


Pet July 29. Robinson. 











RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 
SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
i posals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
Interests, or other adequate securities. ‘ 
Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 


form :— 
Proposat ror Loan on MorteGacrs. 


Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor) 
Amount required £ 
Time and mode of repayment (i.e., whether for a term certain, or by 
annual or other payments) 
Security (state shortly the particulars of securi’y, and, if land or build- 
ings, state the net annual income). 
State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected w th the 
| Gresham Office in connection with the security. 
| By order of the Board, 
F. ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 





THE NEW BANKRUPTCY COURT 
Is only a few minutes’ walk from 


Ces s 265, STRAN Dx 

“Tf I desire a substantial dinner off the joint, with the arree- 
able accompaniment of light wine, both cheap and good, I know oav 
of one house, and that is in the Strand, close to Danes Inn. There ycu 
may wash down the roast beef of old England with excellen: Bar- 
gundy, at two shillings a bottle, or you may be supplied wita halfa 
bottle for a shilling.”"—All the Year Round, June 18, 1864, pag + 440 

The new Hall lately added is one of the handsomest dining rooms in 
London, Dinners (from the joint), vegetables, &c., 1s. 6d. 


VHE LAW OF TRADE MARKS, with some 

account of its History and Development in the Decisions of the 

Courts of Law and Equity. By EDWARD LLOYD, Esq., of Lincoln’s- 
| inn, Barrister-at-Law. Price 3s. 

“Tam indebted to the very valuable little publication of Mr. Lloyd, 
who has collected all the authorities on this subject.”—V.C, Woon, ia 
** McAndrew y. Bassett,” March 4. 

12, Cook’s-court, Carey-street, W.C. 








In one volume, crown 8yo, price 3s. 
TREATISE ON THE ENGLISH LAW OF 


DOMICIL. Dedicated, by permission, to Vice-Chancellor Sir 
Richard Torin Kindersley. By OLIVER STBPHEN ROUND, of Liv- 


coln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law. 
London: 12, Cook’s-court, Carey-street, W.C. 
I ILLS of COMPLAINT, 5/6 per page, 20 copies, 
subject to a Discount of 20 per cent, for cash ; being at the rate 
net of 4/6 per page—a lower charge than has hitherto been offered by 
the trade. 
Yares & Anexanper, Printers, Symonds-inn, Chancery-lane. 








A large Discount for Cash. 


RINTING of EVERY DESCRIPTION, Plain 
and Ornamental—Newspapers, Books, Pamphlets, Prospectuses, 

Circulars, &e.—with promptitude and at moderate charges, by 

Yarrs & ALexanper, a eet (and Church-passage), Chancery 

ane, 


UTHORS ADVISED WITH as to the Cost of 
f Printing and Publishing, and the Cheapest Mode of Bringing 
out MSS, 
Yares & Anexanpen, Printers, 7, Symonds-inn, Chanoery-lane, 
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STANFORD’ s WAR MAPS. 


Scale, 24 miles to an ie mn, 47 inches by 38. 

CEN NTR RAL ROP AVIES’S MAP OF 

CENTRAL EUROPE: containing ‘all. the Railways with their Sta- 
tions. The Principai Roads, the Rivers, and Chief Mountain 
Ranges are clearly delineated, whilst the scale upon which the 
Map is drawn renders it a distinct and useful Map for military pur- 
poses. Price, in sheets, coloured, 10s,; mounted on linen, in 
case, 16s, 


IL. 
Printed in colours; size, 174 inches by 223. 
STANFORD'S MILITARY MAP of the FRANCO- 
PRUSSIAN FRONTIER, indicating the extent of Prussia before 
the War of 1866, and her acquisitions since that War ; showing also 
a!l the States of South Germany, with the Railways and Fortified 
Places. Price, folded, is. ; mounted in case, 2s. 6d. 
Il 


Printed in colours ; NG 173 inches by 223. 
STANFORD’ S$ SHILL AP of the SEAT of 
AR, embracing the whole N FRANCE, PRUSSIA, and SPAIN 
proce Be also the Terrisories of the Neighboaring Powers, and 
marking the Fortified Towns on the Frontiers, with all the Naval 
Depots. Price, folded, Is.; or mounted in case, 2s. 6d 


Printed in colours ; size, 30 inches by 22, 
STANFORD'S ENLARGED MAP of the SEAT of 
WAR, embraciag the whole of FRANCE, PRUSSIA, and SPAIN, 
showing also the Territories of the Neighbouring’ Powers, and 
marking all the Fortified Towns on the Frontiers, and the Naval 
Depots. Price, folded, 2s.; or oneten in case, 4s. 6d, 


Scale Ds miles to an inch ; size, 46 inches by 42. 
STANFORD'S NEW MAP of the GREATER 
PART of os aN extending from Moscow to the Atlantic, and 
from the Gulf of Bothnia to the Mediterranean, distinguishing the 
Political Divisions, Railways, aud Principal Roads. Price, full 
coloured, in sheets, £1 Is. ; mounted on linen, in case, £1 5s.; on 
roller, varnished, £1 10s. a 


Scale, 150 miles to an inch; size, 36 iaches by 33. 
STANFORD'S PORTABLE P of EUROPE: 
Showing the latest Political Boundaries, the Railways, the Sub- 
marine Telegraphs, &c. Price, fully coloured and mounted on 
linen, in case, 10s.; en roller, varnished, 14s. 


e, 50 miles to an inch : size, 65 inches by 58. 
STANFORD’ S LIBRARY MAP of EUROPE. 
This new Map of Europe shows the Boundaries of all the Indepen- 
dent States, even the smallest, and also the subdivisions of the 
larger Continental States, The Railways are accurately and dis- 
tinetly delineated, and the Lines of Submarine Telegraphs inserted. 
The Southern Shores of the Mediterranean are included, so that the 
Overland Route, as far as Suez, the Egyptian Railway, &c., may be 
dfstinctly traced. Coloured and mounted on linen, in morocco case, 
£3 13s, 6d.; or, on roller, varnished, £3, spring roller, £6, 
London: EDWARD STANFORD, 6 ‘and 7, Charing-cross, S W. 


1870 Edition ; with a Thumb or Ledger Index, enabling any Map to be 
instantly consulted, without reference to the Table of Contents. 


THE FAMILY ATLAS, 


Containing 80 Coloured Maps, selected from the Useful’ Knowledge 
Society’s Series of 230 Modern and Classical Maps; inc!uding the large 
scale Maps of FRANCE, PRUSSIA, AUSTRIA, and the BRITISH ISLES; 
the Geological Map of England and Wales, by Sir Ropxrick I. 
Murcarson, Bart., K.C.B.; the Star Maps, by the late Sir Joun Lus- 
Book, Bart., F.R S.; and an Alphabetical Index to the Principal Places 
in the World. Price, handsomely bound, half morocco, Three Guineas, 
London: EDWARD STANFORD, 6 and 7, Charing-cross, 8,W. 


HISTORICAL AND MILITARY GEOGRAPHY. 


Crown 8vo, cloth, lettered, pri 
PHYSICAL, HISTORICAL, and. “MILITARY 
GEUGR APHY: from the Seventh French Edition of Ta. Lavatueg, 
late Professor of Military Listory and Statistics at the Military 
School of Saint- o.. Edited, with additions and cerrections, by 
Captain Lenpy, F.G.S., F.L.S,, &c., Director of the Practical 
Military College at Sanbury. 
7, No less than 143 pages are devoted to the French region, 
which is ominously represented as including, not only France, but also 
Belgium, Holland, the Transrhenine States of Prussia and Bavaria, part 
of the Dachy of Hes:e-Darmstadt, and the whole of Switzerland,”— 
Atheneum, 

“In one respect an English student enjoys for the moment an ad- 
vantage over all others. He possesses here in his own language not 
merely a translation of the best book which is in use on tle Continent, 
but a work which is an infinitely better authority, and more accurate 
than that book itself. The work, as it at present stands, 
scarcely needs commendation at our hands. It has been tried and ap- 
proved in a far inferior form, during a long experience, by afar more 
severe criticism than any to which it will be subjected in England,”— 
Spectator. 

London : 








EDWARD STANFORD, 8 and 7, Charing- “Cross, S.W. 


Just published, 2 vols. demy | 8y0, - with Maps and Illustrations, 30s., 30s., 


WARS OF SUCCESSION OF PORTUGAL & SPAIN, 


From 18236 to 1840. With Résumé of the Political History of 
Portugal and Spain to the Present Time. By Witutam BoLtsgrt, 
F.R.G.3., Cor. Mem, Univ. Chile; Ethno. Socs, London, New York,&c. 
“‘ There is much in the book not only interesting but highly exciting. 
—Pa!! Mail Gazette. 
London: BDWARD STANFORD, 6 and 7, Charing-cross, 8. W. 





HOME TOURS. 
MURRAY’S HANDBOOKS 
FOR TRAVELLERS IN ENGLAND AND WALES, 


3s. 6d. 

Essex, CAMBRIDGE, SuFFOLK, and NorFotk. (Just Ready) 
Kent and Sussex. 10s. 

Surrey, Hants, and IsLe or WiGHT. 10s. 

Berks, Bucks, and OXFORDSHIRE. 7s. 6d. 

10s. 


Mopern Lonpon. 


Wits, Dorset, and SoMERSET. 
10s. 
GLovcEsTER, HEREFORD, and WORCESTER. 
ds. 6d. 

6s. 6d. 

Dersy, STAFFORD, LEICESTER, and Norts. 


Devon and CorNWALL. 
6s. 6d. 
Sovutn WALES. 
NortH WALEs. 
7s. 6d. 
SHROPSHIRE, CHESHIRE, and LANCASHIRE. (Just Ready.) 
12s. 


DurHAM and NoRTHUMBERLAND. 


YORKSHIRE. 

9s. 

WESTMORELAND and CUMBERLAND, 6s. 

MURRAY’S HANDBOOK OF SCOTLAND. 9s. 

MURRAY’S HANDBOOK OF IRELAND. 

MURRAY’S CATHEDRAL HANDBOOKS. 

SouTHERN Diviston—Winchester, Salisbury, Exeter, Wells, 

——, Canterbury, and Chichester. With 110 Illustrations, 
Vols, 8. 


EASTERN Drviston—Oxford, Peterborough, Ely, Norwich, and 
Lincoln. With 90 Illustrations. 18s. 


WestTERN Diviston—Bristol, Gloucester, Hereford, Worcester, 
and Lichfield. With 60 Illustrations. 16s. 


NorTHERN Diviston—York, Ripon, Durham, Carlisle, Chester 
and Manchester. With 60 Illustrations. 2vols. ls. 


12s. 


Joun Murray, Albemarle-street. 


LASGOW and the ‘HIGHLANDS.— ROYAL 

ROUTE, via CRINAN and CALEDONIAN CANALS, by Royal 
Mail Steamer IONA, from Bridge Wharf, Glasgow, conveying pas- 
sengers for OBAN, FORT WILLIAM and INVERNESS daily, except 
Sunday, at 7 a.m. (trains to Greenock at 8.5 and 8.15 u.m.). 
sailings to Gairloch, Ross-shire, Staffa, Iona, Glencoe, Mull, Skye, Lewis, 
and West Highlands, see time bills, with maps, free of Camden Hotten, 
Bookseller, 151, Piccadilly, London, and by post, free on application te 
David Hutcheson & Co., 119, Hope-street, Glasgow. 


STRINGENT LOZENGES OF THE RED 
GUM OF AUSTRALIA.—For Reiaxed Throat, in Bottles, 2s, 
MURIATE OF AMMONIA LOZENGES. 
Useful for Bronchitis, by loosening the phlegm and 
preventing violent fits of coughing. 
P. SQUIRE, 
Chemists on the Establishment in Ordinary to 
TH UEEN. 
(Gazetted August 8th, nt oe December 31st, 1867.) 
277, OXFORD STREET, LONDON. 











In Bottles, 2s, 


| IEBIG COMPANY'S EXTRACT OF MEAT. 

4 Amsterdam Exhibition, 1869. First Prize, being above the Gold 
Medal. Supplied to the British, French, Prussian, Russian, Italian, 
Dutch, and other Governments. Dr. Lankester writes regarding Extract 
of Meat :— But there is a difference in flavour, and here, as in all 
other kinds of food, it is the flavour that makes the quality.” It & 
essentially on account of the fine meaty flavour, as distinguished from 
the burnt taste of other Extracts, the LIEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT 
defeated all Australian and other sorts at Paris, Havre and Amsterdam, 
and is so universally preferred in all European markets 

One pint of fine-flavoured Boef-tea at 2jd. Most ‘convenient and 
economic ‘‘ stock.” 

Cavrron.—Require Baron Liebig’s, the inventor’s, signature on every 
Jar, and ask distinctly for LIEBIG COMPANY'S EXTRACT, 


OEEICES to LET, at 12, Cack's-conrt, Carey- 


street,—Apply to the Housekeeper. 





() FFICES and CHAMBERS to LET, 66, Lincoln's 


inn-flelds,—Inquire of the Housekeeper. 





